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4g-The extraordinary interest of the proceedings of 
congress, has again induced us to give up our sheet al- 
most exclusive to them, and the message of the president 
orbidding the passage of a law to renew the charter of 
the bank of the United States. 

We have given a full view of the proceedings of the 
senate on amending the tariff bill as it came from the 
house, and of those of the house on the amendments of 
the senate, except the yeas and nays on the several ques- 
tions, Which are not yet furnished us—but these, with 
many other sets, we expect to preserve for special re- 
ferences. 

The bill has passed both houses, as stated below. 

We have neither time nor room this week to men- 
tion many important things which have just happened. 
The veto of the bank bill seems to have occasioned a 
great shock at Philadelphia, for it was not expected by 
many of the friends of the present administration. They 
held out to the last that the bill would be approved. The 
Philadelphia ‘‘Inquirer,” the‘‘Jackson- Van Buren official, 
says-—‘‘the result of our reflections upon this measure is, 
that it at once puts the question to the people—which 
do you prefer, Sackstie or the bank?” And adds, that 
“to suppose that such an act would be without its politi- 
cal influence in this state, would be to suppose the ‘key- 
stone of the arch’ a craven when her own interests are in 


jeopardy.” 


INDIAN WAR. 


We have many accounts and reports 
from the north-west. It is probable that 5,000 men are 
now under arms against the Indians! Gen. Atkinson 
was endeavoring to bring on a decisive battle. Black 
Hawk, it is said, had resolved to meet him. We rather 
doubt this—yet a general action may, perhaps, be forced; 
many of the Indians — with our troops, to preserve 
themselves. There have been several severe affairs be- 
tween small parties. A band of the Sacs, who had just 
murdered six persons, were ail killed, by a party of 
mounted men under gen. Dodge. Capt. Stephenson had 
an affair with another band, and lost 3 men, killing 6 or 
§ Indians—who fought so closely that the ‘‘knife” was 
used. The ‘‘work of extermination,” says the Galena 
paper, is begun—and the hostile bands have so roused the 
people by their butcheries, that but little, if any, sympa- 
thy, seems to be entertained in their behalf. 

The sufferings of the people on the frontier are ex- 
ceedingly great—especiallv in the mining district. To 
the loss of lives, must be added that of mueh property; 
and, farms and fields being abandoned, provisions were 
becoming searee. The two Misses Hall, who had been 
captured by the Sacs, were ransomed in the value of 
about 2,000 dollars, and returned uninjured. 

Later. The Indians attacked a fort on Rock river, de- 
fended by 150 militia—they were compelled to retire 
with the known loss of 16 killed. They also attacked a 
small fort on Apple river, and were repulsed with loss— 
though they succeeded in carrying off some horses and 
cattle, &e. Some other rencontres were attended with loss 
of life. In one of them we lost 20 men, but the particu- 
lars are not stated. Our whole loss, in these various af- 
fairs, is put down at 70 killed. A general battle was im- 
mediately expected. 





Tae TaRIrF pitt. We shall have a good deal here- 
after to say on this subject, and the various proceedings 
had concerning it, at the session of congress now about 


_ to be clssed—with notices of the origin, progress and ef- 


fect of various projects and doings. We are also pre- 
pariug an extensive view of the British tariffs of 1820 and 
1828, in contrast, as they relate to “‘protected articles,” 
tor the purpose of comparing them with our tariff, as it 
exists, and as it is established by the present bill—out of 
which we shall bring some very curious as well as high- 
ly important faets. We shall also soon present a com- 
or. XLIT—Sic. 25. 


parative view of our present tariff, the treasury project, 
and the new law—that the different rates of duty, as es- 
tablished or proposed by either, may be placed in direct 
coutrast with the other two, for prompt examination and 
easy reference. These tables will cost much labor— 
but they will have great interest among all parties to the 
question. 

Many of the senate’s amendments to the bill have been 
accepted by the house, some of which are very benefi- 
cial; but on the following the house refused to concur: 

AND THE SENATE HAS RECEDED FROM THEM—SO 
THE BILL HAS PASSED BOTH HOUSES. } 

As to the weight of Kendall cottons—the objeet of the 
senate being to prevent the introduetion of light goods, at 
the low rate of duty proposed. 

To increase the proposed duty on cloths, generally, 
from 50 to 57 per cent. 

To increase the proposed duty on silver and plated 
ware, common saddlery and slates. 

To increase the proposed duty on brown sugar, cot- 
ton bagging and sail duck. 

To strike out the 25th clause of tle 2nd seetion—which 
levels certain classes of articles to a duty of 15 per cent. 
ad valorem. 

As before observed, we shall speak of the effects of 
this. bill hereafter. It is insufficient—perhaps, ruinous, to 
the woollen manufacture, unless saved by other wholesome 
provisions in the bill; but we fear that itcannot be. The 
dnties on wool and woollens, however, are very different 
from those which were proposed by the seeretary of the 
treasury, as we shall briefly notice. 
Wool—by the bill, as it passed the house— 

Costing more than eig/t cents per lb. 
4 cents per lb. and 40 per cent. ad 
valorem, equal to more than 
————-by the treasury bill— 
Costing more than ten cents per lb. 
a simple ad valorem duty of 20 
30 

Being an advance on the treasury project of one hun- 
dred and fifty per cent. besides exchange and the les- 
sened valuation of the cost of wool. 

Woollens—by the bill, as it passed the house— 
That is, broad and narrow cloths 
costing more than 35 cents the 
uare yard pr et. ad val. 50 
by the treasury bill 30 per cent. 
Deduct for exchange 3 


50 per cent. 





23 
Or, a real advance on the treasury project of eighty- 
Jive per cent. 
The ‘‘protection” to the woollen cloth manufacture will 
then stand thus— 
Duty on cloth 50 
~ Wool (half the value of the cloth) 25 


r cent. 





Apparent protection 25 

But the ‘‘proteection” to the wool grower is 50 per 
cent. ad valorem. ‘ 

We have not room for further remarks, {G-but shall 
bring out this ae in AL its parts, to shew the de- 
struction projected. 

-__? 

Tae cnotera. We are still compelled to defer a de- 
tailed account of the progress of this disease in Canada 
and certain parts of the United States, and shall, most 
probably, let the matter rest until well-authenticated re- 
ports are reeeived from the various places—which shall 
be preserved as matters of history. But we must now 
give some summary nataer-Leg ating at the nearest 
yoint to us, New York; and, in contemplating its effects, 





it should be recollected, that during the month of June 
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no less than 7,031 passengers, from foreign ports, ar- 
rived in that ci the ial ast of which were emi- 

nts badly provided for, many having been paupers at 

me, and “shipped off” by their parishes, perhaps, to 
east the expense of keeping them upon us; for no doubt, 
many of those who have been brought to, or died in the 
hospitals, were persons recently arrived and destitute. In- 
deed, the small number of deaths in private houses, com- 
pared with those in the hospitals, plainly shews that this 
terrible disease, in New York, has so far chiefly stricken 
the worst provided for, or most destitute and depraved, 
classes of society. 

The following general remarks are from the N. York 
Ameriean of the 7th instant. 

*‘Here the disease, though very fatal where it attacks, 
and appearing in every part of the eity, does not spread 
rapidly. The first suspected cases were noticed on the 
26th of June; we are now at the 7th of July—twelve days 
since the appearance of the disorder—and yet in no one 
day, and only on one day, omer’ be have the deaths 
reported exceeded the usual daily average of deaths at 
this season in the city. We must then repeat our con- 
viction, that there is no ground for the panie which is 
emptying the city of its inhabitants, and putting a stop to 
all the pursuits of industry. In Moutreal, a city of some 
25,000 inhabitants, the deaths were, after the third or 
fourth day, from one hundred to one hundred and fifty 
daily. Here, after twelve days, and in a population of 
more than 200,000, the daily mortality has not yet reach- 


edtwenty! We aim not to inspire false confidence—but | 


we desire to allay unmanly fear.” 


CHOLERA AT NEW YORK. 

The accounts are brought down to 12 noon, on the days 
given. The regular reports commenced on the 4th July, 
under charge of a ‘‘medical couneil,” appointed on the 
Srd. 


New Total 
cases. Dead. deaths. 
July 2 All reported (imperfect) 3 I 1 
July 3. All reported 12 11 11 
July 4. Inall 14 8 8 
July 5. Inall 20 il 11 
July 6. Inall 37 19 19 
July 7. Private houses 27 8 
The hospitals 13 11 19 
July 8. Private houses $1 10 
The hospitals 12 11 21 
July 9. Private houses 18 + 
The hospitals 87 24 28 
July 10. Private houses 44 6 
The hospitals 65 $8 44 
July 11. Private houses 45 10 
The hospitals 84 40 50 
July 12. Private houses 32 10 
The hospitals 87 41 5t 


Nearly two-thirds of the cases and deaths at the hospi- 
tals are at Bellevue. It is ina horrible state. Of the 
129 cases on the 11th, 43 were at Bellevue and of the 50 
deaths, 25. 


New York, July 10, 1832. 
To Walter Bowne, esq. president of the board of heulth: 

The special medical eouncil report to the board of 
health that they visited yesterday afternoon the Bellevue 
alms house, and the cholera hospital there. They will 
make a communication this afternoon to the commission- 
ers of the alms house, on the subject on which their opi- 
nion has been asked. 

The special medieal council assure the board of health 
that the disease in the city is confined to the imprudent, 
the intemperate, and those who injure themselves by tak- 
ing improper medicines. So limited is the disease to 

wrilouler descriptions of persons and to particular loca- 
fities, that many physicians, known to be most extensive- 
ly engaged in private practice, have not reported or met 
with a single case. 

The number of admissions into the hospitals in the 
eity, is found to be nearly one-third less than that of 
yesterday. 

In behalf of the special medical council, 

Avex. H. Stevens, M. D., president. 


BRIEF NOTICES. 


Cases have occurred in many of the Canadian villages, and 
in some of them a good many deaths followed. A few have 
happened in some of the towns and villages of New York and 
Vermont, on the route of emigrants from Canada, to whom the 
disease seems to have been exchisively confined, at those 
laces. 
: The cholera stili prevails at Montreal and Quebec—at the 
former from 10 to 15 deaths taking place daily. At the latter, 
about the same. The pestilence appears to be fed by the mass 
of destitute emigrants which are steadily arriving. It is thought 
that sixty thousand will reach Canada in the present year’ 
Many are persons who have some property, but the majority 
from England are as exported paupers. About one-half of these 
will probably make their way into the United States; and, per- 
haps, 25,000 more may arrive direct, at New York, Philadef- 
_ Baltimore, &e. Among these are many Germans, Swiss, 

c. 

Certain of the New York papers, especially the ‘‘Courier,’’ 
mvalidates the reports of the board of health. But the interments 
incline us to believe that the ‘*Courier’”’ pursues its old habit— 
in this respect,—preferring the manufacture of facts for its ety. 

Up tothe 8th July there had becn, in the preceding 12 days 
159 cases and 78 deaths, by the cholera, in New York. y 


At Bellevue alms house the disease has raged most fiercely— 
57 new cases and 21 deaths occurred there on the 9th. This 
establishment contained about 2,000 persons. It seems to be a 
place of general deposit. This mass of paupers was soon after 
this dispersed, in part, yet the mortality remained fearful—o¢ 
the 50 deaths on the 11th, 25 were at Bellevue. 

Many of the deaths of Albany were of persons of color—of the 
very fowest and most degraded of their chass—huddled together 
in wretchedness and filth. 

The disease was first formally admitted to exist at New York 
on the 2nd July. 


A SPECK OF WAR IN THE EAST. It will be recolfected, that 
the U. 8. frigate, Potomac, com. Downes, was ordered to pro- 
ceed to her station im the Pacific, by the way of the Cape of 
Good Hope, and to call at Sumatra, for the purpose of holding a 
conference with the Malays of Quallah Battoo, who plundered 
the ship Friendship, of Salem, sometime since, after having 
. massacred nearly all her erew—Mr. Barry, one of the survivors, 
and who had been second mate of the Friendship, being acting- 
master on board the Potomac. 


The frigate approached the shore disguised as a merchant- 
‘man, and a boat was sent off, (the officers and crew in plain 
clothes) as if for the purpose of trading with the Malays, but 
really to observe the situation of the harbor, forts, &c. The 
people, however, shewed a hostile disposition, and it was not 
thought prudent to land. Very early in the morning of the 6th 
Feb. about 260 men were set ashore from the frigate, in detacbh- 
ments, to storm the forts, which were five in number. They 
landed undiscovered at the dawn of day, and immediately pro- 
ceeded to business. The Malays, however, were soon apprised 
of their approach, and offered a spirited resistance; but the town 
and three of the forts were quickly carried, and a great slaugh- 
ter soon commenced. It is said, that, in the second fort, “all 
were put to death, except the women, who supplicated for mer- 
cy.”? But some of these were killed, fighting like tigers, by the 
sides of their husbands and fathers. It is supposed that from 
80 to 100 of the Malays were killed, and a much larger number 
wounded. Two were killed, on our part, and 8 or 10 wounded. 

The town was fired and the forts destroyed. The affray lasted 
about three hours. The officers, seamen and marines displayed 
great resolution and courage. 


One of the rajahs concerned in the capture of the Friendship 
and the murder of her crew,was among the slain. 

On the 7th, the day after the landing, the Potomac was hauled 
within a mile of the town, and threw some 32 pound shot among 
the people who had returned—by which some were believed to 
have been killed, because of the rapidity of the retreat of others. 

Mr. Barry met the man who had saved his life—he came on 
board the Potomac the day after the affair. His name isPatlu 
Adam, and he belongs to a different tribe of Malays—located in 
the neighborhood. 

Com. Downes left word that the Malays would be visited 
again—if necessarry. 

fi#The preceding is a brief abstract of a long account of the 
affair with the Malays which has been published in the New 
York papers. ‘The following is all that has been officially pub- 
lished on the subjeet. ‘Fhe rightfwlness of the manner of attack 
is doubted by many—the outrages committed on the ship Friend- 
ship, surely, placed the.authors of them in the position of pirates 
—hostes humans generis—but in such summary proceeding:; 
care may not be always exercised toe distinguish between thé 
innocent and the guilty; and it would seem that a demand for 
redress should have preceded the infliction of so awful a punish- 
ment. And there are some important principles involved in the 
matter that should be considered—the same as those which r¢- 
late to the recent affair at the Falkland Islands. 
Extract from a letter to the seeretary of the navy by capt. T-W. 

Downes, dated February 17th, 1832, Seosoo, on the coast of 

Sumatra. 

‘While lying here a flag of truce has been sent off from Qu@l- 
lah Battoo.”” * * * ‘The bearer “begged that { would grat! 





At Albany from five to ten cases of the cholera were reported 
dally, for a short time past. 


them peace. I stated to him that I had been sent here to dé F 
mand restitution of the property taken from the Friendship, @) 
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to insist on the punishment ef the persons who were eoncerned 
in the outrage committed on the individuals of that ship.” 
* * * o * od 


I “assured him, that if forbearance should not be exercised 
hereafter, from committing piracies and murders upon American 
citizens, Other ships of war would be despatched to inflict upon 
them further punishment. 

“Several rajahs, from towns in this vicinity, have visited my 
ship, and others, who are distant, have sent deputations to me. 
All of them have declared their friendly disposition towards the 
Americans, and their desire to obtain our friendship. Corres- 
ponding assurances were given on my part, and they left the 
ship apparently well satisfied.” 


ae 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. We have a “by authority’’ copy 
of the “‘act making appropriations for certain internal improve- 
ments for the year one thousand eight hundred and thirty- 
two”’—approved by the president on the 3rd inst—and shall 
speedily publish it at fulllength. ‘‘It goes the whole’ for the 
system—former vetoes notwithstanding! Its ttle is most signi- 
ficant—“‘internal improvements for the year 1832,’ as though 
the principle were established by past occurrences, and was to 
be steadily adhered to in future. The amount ofthe appropria- 
tions is eleven or twelve hundred thousand dollars! This is ex- 
cellent. 

This bill embraces objects distinct from the class contained in 
the “harbor bill,’ as it is called,—and which also has passed 
both houses, and must needs be approved. It takes in roads 
and bridges and rivers, with the Delaware breakwater, &c. 

We sympathise with our venerable friend Mr. Ritchie, and all 
the “state-rights’’ folks, on this ‘‘reformed’’? judgment of the 
president of the United States. 


-—_— 


Mr. Van Burew arrived at New York on Thursday 
the 5th instant, and promptly proceeded to Washington, 
where he arrived on the evening of the 8th. . 

It was intended to have reccived him with much pomp 
and ceremony at New York; but a sub-committee, who 
waited upon him at Staten Island, returned with the fol- 
lowing letter, addressed to the chairman of the general 
cominittee of arrangements: 

Staten Island, July 5th, 1832. 

Dear sir—I have been informed that arrangements 
have been made to honor my return with more than or- 
dinary ceremonies, und requested to remain at Staten 
Island sufficiently long to enable my fellow citizens to 
carry their kind intentions into effect. 


Duly seusible, as I am, of the honor which my politi- 
eal and personal friends propose to confer upon me, | 
have, nevertheless, felt it to be my duty to incur the re- 
sponsibility of disappointing their wishes upon this oc- 
casion. 

Having understood that serious alarm is excited in N. 
York by a malignant disease, { have greatly preferred 
landiug quietly in the city, and meeting my friends as | 
have formerly done, to being received iu a public man- 
ner; particularly when, from the apprehensions enter- 
tained, all festivity must be discordant with their feel- 
ings. 

Have the goodness to present my best respects to the 
committee, and aceept for yourself the assurances of my 
sincere regard. Your obedient servant, 

M. Van Beren. 
FOREIGN NEWS. 

London papers to the evening of the 30th May have been re- 
ceived at New York. 

On the 30th May, the reforin bill passed through the committee 
of the house of lords, with unexpected despatch—and without 
much opposition or comment. This was the result of the power 
with which the king had invested earl Grey, to muke as many 
lords as he needed to carry the bill; and their lordships, to prevent 
areduction of their own ‘“‘dignity”’ by a multiplication of digni- 
tarics, and knowing that their opposition would be unavailing, 
generous ve up their principles to the expediency of the oc- 
casion! Many of the lords absented themselves. 

It seems clearly understood that France and Great Britain 
will promptly take a part in favor of Donna Maria, of Portugal, 
if Spain lends her aid to the support of Don Miguel. Ferdinand 
has a large army located on the Portuguese frontier. 

Sir James McIntosh died at London on the 30th May, in the 

th year of his age. 

Total cases of the cholera in all Ireland up to the 28th May, 
6,214—-deaths 1,863. 

Tithes, the gospel, and the bayonet—The ‘‘desperate fidelity” 
with which the peasantry adhere to their resolution of persever- 
ig In @ passive resistance to tithes,is very remarkable. “A»¢or- 
respondent informs us, that an auction of distrained cattlé took 
place on Monday, on a townland near Rathangan, in presence 

of 100,000 people. There were portions of five regimeuts, (iav- 


ing two pieces of artillery), and about 200 police, to superintend 
the proceedings! The multitude were addressed by the parish 
priest, (the rev. Mr. Dunne), his curate, (the rev. Mr. Waters), 
the rev. Mr. Brennan, P. P. of Kildare, and Mr. Christopher 
Quin, of Roberstown. There was not the slightest violation of 
the peace, and as soon aiter the sale as the names of the auc- 
tioneer and purchasers were announced, the vast assemblage 
dispersed. Our informant states that he has attended auctions, 
at which the owners of the cattle worth £6 a piece, suffered them 
to be sold for 3s. On one occasion he saw two cows and two 
heifers knocked down for 1s. 6d. per head!!! [Dublin paper. 

The new French ministry, (because of the decease of M. Pe- 
reir), Was not yet arranged. It was said by some that Talley- 
rand would be the president ofthe council. 

The cholera had nearly left Paris, but was breaking out in 
several of the provinces. 

The dutehess of Berri had been hovering off the southern coast 
of France, and narrowly escaped capture. She had returned to 
Massa. ‘The Bourbon party was not dead in France, though 
yet unable to accomplish any tiing, though often attempting in- 
surrections. Some of them are religious fanatics. It is com- 
plained that they have been treated with too much lenity. 

Paris, Muy 22. Our domestic news és unpleasant. A very 
serious conflict occurred, as you will have seen, on the 13th 
inst. at Beziers, between the soldiers of a dragoon regiment 
quartered in that town and the inhabitants, in which the nation- 
al guards joined the people, and fired on the dragoons, killin 
three sub-officers, (among whom wasason of the celebrate 
Lavalette), and several soldiers. This is @ very serious affafr. 
It will be the policy, and is, I am sure, the desire of marshal 
Soult to punish this outrage. 

Many ofthe departments seem to be exceedingly disturbed. 

King Leopold was soon to marry one of the daughters of king 
Louis Phillipe. 

Greece is in a state ofanarchy. 
ee Turks have fitted out a fleet to meet that of the pacha of 
Sgypt. 

A squadron of heavy. British ships have been ordered to take 
a station off the Tagus. 

Berlin, May 22. The Leipsic fair is the first that has taken 
place for these 25 years; above 28,000 buyers and sellers were 
entered in the list of strangers. The Prussian manufacturers 
alone sold goods to the amount of 36,000,000. 

Two ladies, who, during the war in Poland, went from Berlin 
to Warsaw and performed duties in the hospital of charitable 
sisters, are scnatenced to six months imprisonment and loss of 
property. 

Baron Cuvier, the celebrated naturalist, died at Paris, May 14, 
of general paralysis. He retained his senses to the last, and ex- 
pressed his regret that he was obliged to leave several works 
unpublished. He was born in 1769. 

Another account gives English dates to the 7th June—saying 
that the reform bill had passed unmutilated—the peers very 
generally absenting themselves, at some of the sittings only 15 
being present—though the whole number of peers is about 400. 

The Seotch reform bill, and Irish reform bill, had also passed 
the house of commons—the latter 246 to 130. It extends the 
right of voting to £10 leaseholders, and, in the close boroughs, 
to £10 householders. : 

An English fleet had sailed for the Tagus. 

A very important committee has been raised in the British 
house of commons, of which lord John Russell is chairman, 
with a view to the abolition of slavery in the British possessions. 
This great question is seriously taken up—in these days of re- 
form. 

A Russian army of 80,000 men, itis said, had reached the 
Prussian and Austrian fronticrs—as is thought to watch events 
in Western Europe. 

A capt. Markham, son of the archbishop of York, has been 
killed in a duel, at Cork. 

The cholera slightly prevailed at Liverpool—mobs of persons, 
men and women, collected, as well to rescue patients on their 
way to the hospitals, as to drive away physicians, though volun- 
teering to attend the sick! Many are the outrages that have 
been committed by these deluded people. Several of them had 
been arrested. ‘They called the doctors, &c. ‘“‘Burkers!?? 

Don Pedro’s expedition was about to sail from St. Michaels. 
He had with him about 15,000 well disciplined troops, and 5,400 
British and Portuguese seamen. 

France is again in a feverish state, and many disturbances 
take place. The deputies in Paris, Lafayette, at their head, 
have published a manifesto against the general proceedings of 
the king and the administration. 

—= ore Q Ste 
IMPORTANT LAND BFLL, 
AS IT PASSED THE SENATE. 
A bill to appropriate, for a ‘imited time, the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands of the United States. 

Be it enacted, &c. ‘That, from and: after che thirty-first day of 
December next, there shall be allowed and paid to each of the 
states of Ohio, Indiana, (Ninvis, Alabam4&, Missouri, Mississippi 
and Louisiana, over and above what each of the said states is 
entitled to by the terms of the compacts entered into between 
them, respectively, upon their admission into the union, and 
the United States, the sum of 12 1-2 per centum upon the nett 
amount of the sales of the public lands which, subsequent to 
the day aforesaid, shall be made within the several limits of the 





said states; which said sum of 12 1-2 per centum shall be ap 
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plied to some object or objects of internal improvement or edu- 
cation within the said states, under the direction of their re- 
spective legisiatures. Provided, That said diyidend and distri- 
bution, or the ion of any state therein, shall be in no 
wise affected or diminished on account of any sums which 
have been heretofore, or shall be hereafter, applied to the con- 
straction and continuance of the Cumberland road, but that the 
same shall remain, as heretofore, chargeable on the two per 
cent. fund provided for in the compacts with the new states. 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That after deducting the 
said 12 1-2 per centum, and what, by the compacts aforesaid, 
has heretofore been allowed to the states aforesaid, the residue 
of the nett proceeds of all the public lands of the United States, 
wherever situated, which shall be sold subsequent to the said 
thirty-first day of December next, shall be divided among 
the twenty-four states of the union, according to their respective 
federal representative population, as ascertained by the last 
census, to be applied by the legislatures of the said states to 
such objects of education, internal improvement, colonization 
of persons of color, or reimbursement of any existing debt con- 
tracted for internal improvements, as the said legislatures may 
severally wp ory and authorise: Provided, That nothing here- 
in contained shall be construed to the prejudice of future appli- 
cations for the reduction of the price of the public lands, or to 
the prejudice of applications for a transfer of the public lands 
on reasonable terms to the states within which they lie, nor to 
impair the power of congress to make such future disposition of 
the public lands, or any part thereof, as it may see fit. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the said several sums 
of money shall be paid at the treasury of the United States, 
half yearly, to such person or persons as the respective tegisla- 
tures of the said states may authorise and direct. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That this act shall continue 
and be in force for the term of five years from the said thirty- 
first day of December next, unless the United States shall be- 
come involved in war with any foreign powcr; in which event, 
from the commencement of hostilitics, this act shal] cease, and 
be no longer in force: Provided, nevertheless, That if, prior to 
the expiration of this act, any new state or states shall be ad- 
mitted into the union, the power is reserved of assigning, by 
law, to euch new state or states, the propertion to which such 
state or states may be entitled, upon the principles of this act, 


and upon the principles of any of the compacts maele as afore- 


said with either of the seven states first mentioned. 


Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That there shall be granted 


to each of the states of Mississippi, Louisiana, and Missouri, 
the quantity of five hundred thousand acres of land, to the state 
of Indiana 115,272 acres, to the state of Ilimois 20,000; and to 


the state of Alabama 100,000 acres of land,lying within the 
limits of said states, respectively, to be selected in such manner 


as the legislature thereof shall direct, and located m parcels 


conformably to sectional divisions and subdivisions, of not less 


than three hundred and twenty acres in any one location, on 


any public land subject to entry at private sale; which said lo- 
cations may be made, at any tine within five years afler the 


lands of the United Siates in said states respectively shall have 


been surveyed and offered at public sale aceording to existing 


laws. 

Sec. 6. .4nd be it further enacted, That the lands herein grant- 
ed to the states above named shall net be disposed of at a price 
less than one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre, until other- 
wise directed by law; and the nett proceeds of the sales of said 
lands shall be faithfully applied to objects of internal improve- 
ment within the states aforesaid, respectively; namely, roads, 
bridges, canals, and improvement of water courses, and drain- 
ing swamps; and such roads, canals, bridges, and water courses, 
when made or improved, shall be free for the transportion of 
the United States mail, and munitions of war, and for the pas- 
sage of their troops, without the payment of any toll whatever. 

f Pussed the senate of the United States, July 3, 1832.) 

= Ot — 
TWENTY SECOND CONGRESS—FIRST SESSION. 
SENATE. 

July 5. [We must go back, more particularly to notice the 
proceedings of this day.] 

On motion of Mr. Clay, who expressed a hope that the senate 
would go through the bill to-day, the senate proceeded to con- 
sider the bill in addition to an act imposing duties on imports. 

The amendment changing the duty on oil cloths, except pa- 
tent floor elotka from “‘twelve and a half?’ to “fifteen”? cents the 
square yard, wes agreed to without a division. 

The next amendment, reducing the duty on floor matting, 
made of flags or other materials, from “thirty”? to ‘‘five”’ per 
centum, was agreed to without a division. 

The next amendment to increase the duty on silvered or plat- 
ed wire, from “five to “twenty-five” per centum ad valorem, 
was agreed to—22 to 21. 

The uextamendment making the duty on tacks, brads, sprigs, 
not exceeding sixteen ounces to the thousand, five cents per 
“thousand,” instead of per “pound,’? was agreed to—28 to 15. 

The next amcndment raising the duty on axes, adzes, 
hatchets, drawing knives, cutting knives, sickles, or reaping 
hooks, scythes, &c. &c. froin “thirty” to “thirty-seven and a 
haf’ per centum ad valorem, was negatived. 

(There was some discussion on this proposition in which Mr. 
Tazewell complained that this increase would be burdensome 

to the farmers, which was denied by Mr. Clay and Mr. Wilkins, 
the latter of whom stated that the efiect of all the protecting 


me 


duties on ironmongery had induced a competition, the effect of 
which was to bring down the price of all the ordinary imple- 
ments of husbandry fully fifty percent. He stated that he had 
very recently presented a bill to the war department for a lot of 
Virginia broad hoes made by a manufacturer of Pittsburgh, for 
the agent of the Creek Indians removing westward, which were 
made almost entirely of steel, at 34 37 1-2 perdozen. Mr. Clay 
stated that the object of the change of duty was to equalize the 
duties, some of the articles speciiicd now bearing a duty of 40 
per cent. and some thirty-five percent. It was contended by 
Mr. Hayne, that the oppressiveness of this change consisted not 
merely in the positive increase of the duties, but in the abolition 
of the credit of 10 months, which was equal io five per cent. Mr, 
Dallas wished to reduce the duty to “‘thirty-five’’ per cent. It 
was then agreed to negative the amendment, and at a proper 
time to move the insertion of thirty-five. ] 

The next amendment to change the duty on common, tinned, 
and japanned saddlery of all deseriptions, from ‘‘ten’’ to “‘twen- 
ty-five’’ per centum ad valorem, was negatived by the folowing 
vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dick- 
erson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, Johnston, 
Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robins, Seymour, Silsbee, Tomlin. 
son, Waggaman, Wilkins—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner,.Ellis, For- 
syth, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, 
Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Sprague, 
Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White—25. 

The next amendment to strike out from the proviso, following 
the last amendment, the words “‘said articles,’’ and imsert the 
words “articles manufactured of iron,’? so as to prevent the 
duty on these manufactured articles from being less than the 
duty on the material constituting their chief value in unmanu- 
factured iron. 

{A discussion took place on the abeve proposition, in which 
it was contended by Mr. Hayne, that the effect of this provise 
would be enormously to mcrease the duties on various articles, 
especially trace chains and knitting needles. On some articles 
he insisted that the increase would be 400 per cent. Mr. Dick- 
erson insisted that manufactured articles ought not to be per- 
mitted to come in at a rate of duty which will defeat the duty 
on the raw material. As tothe iron knitting needles which had 
been exhibited by Mr. Sarchet, it was notorious that the whole 
consumption of the United States in this article did not exceed 
200 dollars a year: and the complaints of deep distress on ac- 
count of the great increase in the duties on this article came 
from that part of the eountry where a knitting-needle was hard- 
ly known from a chopstick. It had been said by the senator 
from South Carolina, and recorded in the printed documents of 
the senate, that John Sarchet, and those whé had joined with 
him, were worthy of all praise. Yetit was notorious that many 
who had been sedueed by him, on coming to their senses, had 
sent in counter petitions. Mr. Sarchet was examined by him 
before the committee on manufactures, and had stated that he 
Was a native of the island of Guernsey, and gave an essay on 
smuggling, showing how lace was smuggled, and how stuff was 
smuggled in a form to look like potatoes. It had been asserted 
by Mr. Sarchet, on oath, that 100,000 blacksmiths in this coun- 
try were oppressed, and that 50,000 more were kept out of the 
business. ‘These 150,000 blacksmiths would cost the United 
States annually about 12,500,000 dollars, which is ten millions 
more than the whole amount of iron annually imported into 
the United States. Sarchet had declared that he saved #60 
per ton by importing iron panched, while, in fact, the whole 
duty amounted to only 50 dollars perton. He could not there- 
fore, have saved 60 dollars per ton, unless he took money frem 
the revenue. He denied that Mr. Sarchet spoke the language 
of the blacksmiths of Philadelphia, or amy other language than 
his own. He prayed gentlemen to protect the home manufzr- 
turer from fraud and injury, which was the only object of the 
proviso. 

Mr. Dallas rose and said, that as one of his constituents, Mr. 
Sarchet, had figured in this debate, he begged leave to say 
something in regard to his character and principles. Mr. Sar 
chet, was, to be sure, a native of Guernsey, but he had leng rr- 
sided in this country. He was a man of capacity and integrity; 
for which qualities, however, he was not more distinguished 
than other blacksmiths whose principles and opinions in re- 
gard to the tariff were different fom his. He then entered into 
an explanation of Mr. Sarchet’s transactions with the custom 
house, and declared it, as his opinion, that Mr. Sarchet, in 
those transactions, was wholly blameless of any intention te 
defrand the revenue. 

Mr. Ewing spoke in support of the amendment. 

Mr. Iiayne expressed his satisfaction that Mr. Sarchet now 
stood rectus in curio. He was willing to let the matter rest, until 
the other side saw fit again to assail Mr. Sarchet. For he was 
determined to defend him from every assault, believing him as he 
did, to be an honest and an intelligent man, who had suffered 
persecution on account of the honest efforts which he had made 
in behalf of free trade. Henceforth he should allude to Mr. Sot 
chet’s petition as the blacksmith’s petition, for it was signed by 
three or four hundred blacksmiths, some two or three of who! 
might, as had been alleged, have changed their minds. He wen! 
on to speak against the amendment. ] 

The next amendment was to strike out the word “lead,” ° 





as to exempt manufactures of lead from the duty of 25 per oe!- 
tum. This amendment was agreed to: 33 to 13. 
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The next amendment, and the one succeeding, being unim- 
portant, were agreed to without a division. 


The next amendment, to add to the clause the words: 

“All manufactures of iren oy finished shall pay the same” 
rates of duty as if entirely finished: ali vessels of cast iron, and 
all castings of iron, with handles, rings, hoops, er other addition | 
of wrouglit iron, shail pay the same rates ef duty as if made en- ‘ 
tirely of cast iron.” 

as agreed to by the following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Reli, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, 
Pallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Forsyth, Fretingtay-: 
sen, Hendricks, Johnston, Knight, Marcy, Prentiss, Robbins, | 
Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, I’emlinson, Waggaman, 
Wilkins—25. | 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Grumdy, Hayne, 
Hill, Kane, King, Manguin, Miller, Moore, Naudain, Pcindexter, ‘ 
Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White—20. 

The mext amendment was to change the duty on sail duck 
= ‘fiteen per cenium ad valorem,”’ to ‘‘eight cents the square 

ar ? 

Mr. Silsbee moved to add the werds “except raven’s duck, | 
which shall pay 15 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 

After some remarks by Messrs. Cliy, Silsbee and Dickerson— .: 
(Mr. 8’s motieoa being negatived, yeas 15, nays 23) 

The amendment was agreed to by the follewing vote: 

WEAS—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, 
Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, 
Johnston, Kane, Knight, Naudain, Poindexter, Robbins, Rebin- | 
son, Ruggles, Seymour, ‘Tomlinson, Waggaman, Wilkins—23. | 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Foot, Forsyth, 
Grundy, Hay", Hendricks, King, Mangum, Marcy, Milter, 
Moore, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, ‘Vipton, Troup, Ty- 
ier, White—22, 

The next amendment was to change the duty on cetton bag- 
ging from “‘three and a half,’ to ‘‘four cents a square yard.” 

The amendment was negatived by the following vote: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dick- 
erson, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes, Knight, 
Nandain, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, 
Tipton, Waggaman, Wilkins—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Chambers, Dudley, Ellis, For- ; 
syth, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Johnston, Kane, King, Mangum, ’ 
Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, 
Tyler, White—22. 

The vice president voted in the negative. 

The next amendment was to add the words ‘‘on felts or hat 
bodies, made wholly, or in part, of wool, thirty cents each.” 

Mr. Marcy moved to strike out thirty, and insert eighteen 
cents. Yeas 23. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


The amendment as amended was then agreed to by the fol- 
lowing vote: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clayton, Dallas, Dickerson, 
Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hill, Holmes, Johuston, 
Knight, Marcy, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, 
Smith, Sprague, Tipton, Waggaman, Wilkins—4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Ellis, Grundy, Hayne, 
Hendricks, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Robin- 
eon, Tazewell, Tyler, White—16. 

The next amendment was to change the duty on brown sugar, 
and syrup @f sugar cane in casks from “two and a half’ to 
“three”? cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, 
Daltas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hen- 
dricks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Ruggles Seymour, Silsbee, Tipton, Waggaman, Wilkins—24. 

AYS—Messrs. Benten, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, 
Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Miler, Sprague, 
Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White—15. 

The next amendment was on striking out the duty on coffee 
80 as to leave it free, which was agreed to by the following vote: 
yeas, 31, nays 14. 

The next amendment was to insert “on old lead two cents 
per pound.”’ 

This amendment led to a little discussion, and an amendment 
to the amendment ta insert “and scrap lead,’’ was agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was then agreed to without a 
division. 

The next amendment was to strike out the words 


“On all Leghorn hats or bonnets, and all hats or bonnets of 


straw, chip, or grass, and all flats, braids, or plaits, for making 
kais or bonnets, 30 per centum.”’ 
is amendment was decided in the negative as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dick- 
erson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, Jobuston, 
Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, 
Tomlinson, Waggaman, Wilkins—22. 
NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, 


Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, 
exter, Robinson, Sprague, Tazewell, ‘l'ipton, ‘Troup, Ty- 


Poind 
ter, White—22. 
he vice president voted in the negative. 


he next amendment was to insert after “all manufactures of 


- e tarred and untarred.”’ 
t. Dickerson detected an error of Mr. Gallatin in the free 


emp or flax,” the words “except cord 


duties on cordage, above 800 tons of foreign cordage were im- 
ported into this country. Mr. D. stated that it was shewn by 
the returns that the whole of this was imported for exportation. 

The question was then taken and decided in the affirmative 
as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Bell, Bwckner, Chambers, Clayton, Dallas, 
Dickerson, Dudiey, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, 
Hoknes, Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, 
Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, - 
gainan, Wiilkins—6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Etfis, Forsyth, Grum 
‘dy, Hayne, Tiitl, Kane, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Ro- 
binson, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White—16. 

The next amendment was to insert in the provision as to ar- 
ticles to pay the present rate ef duties, the worés “‘musical in- 
struments.”? 

This amendment was agreed to—yeas 24, nays 17. 

Two amendments, the one to strike out “barley, grass, or 
straw baskets,’ and the other to strike out “palm leaf or pal 
metto hats,”? were negatived without a division. 

The next amendment, to strike out the words— 

*fAll articles not herein specified cither as free or as liable to 
a different duty, and which, by the existing laws, pay an ad va- 
lorem duty higher than 15 per centum, to pay an ad valorem da- 
ty of 15 per centam, from and after the said 3d day of March, 
1833.”? 

Was agreed to by the following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dick- 
erson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes, 
Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggies, Seymour, Silsbee, 
Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggainan, Wilki«s—24. 
NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Elis, For- 
syth, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King. Mangum, Marcy, Miller, 
Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, '‘Tyler---20. 

The next amendment, te strike out corks, was agreed to— 
ayes 22, noes 18. 

The next amendment, to strike out ““unmanufactured marble, 
hair-cloth and seatings,’’ was agreed to. 

The next amendment, to strike out “‘epaulettes of gold and 
silver,”? was negatived. 

The next amendment, to insert “indigo,’? was negatived by 
consent. 

[Amendments were made as to silks, wines and teas—which 
we do not think it necessary to state at length.]} 

July 6. Many bills from the house of representatives were 
read and committed—and a number of bills were passed to a 
third reading. After whick— 

On motion of Mr. Clay, the senate then proceeded to consider 
the bill to alter and amend the acts imposing duties on imports. 

The amendment, to strike out the words ‘‘mill stones,” from 
the exempted articles, was agreed to. 

The next amendment, to strike out “spy glasses, telescopes, 
sextants, and quadrants,” was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert lemons, limes and a large 
number of unimportant articles, including, on the motion of 
Mr. Clay, “‘raw, or unmanufactured bair.”? Agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert “provided that nothing in 
this act shall be so construed as to reduce the duties upon alum, 
copperas, muriatic, nitric or sulphuric acids, refined saltpetre, 
blue vitriol, carbonate of soda, red lead, white lead or litherage, 
or combs.’? ; 

On motion of Mr. Dickerson, ‘sugar of lead’? was inserted. 
Mr. Seymour moved to insert the word “‘manganese,’? which 
was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was then agreed to. 

The next amendment, to strike out the 4th section was nega- 
tived by consent. It runs thus: 

“That from and after the 3d day of March aforesaid, so much 
ofany act of congress as requires the addition of ten or twenty 
ver centum to the cost or value of any goods, wares or merchan- 
dise, in estimating the duty thereon, or as imposes any duty on 
such addition, shall be repealed.’ 

The next amendment was to insert at the end of the eleventh 
section the following words: 

Provided, that no drawhack shall be allowed on a less quan- 
tity of cordage than five tons.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the fiteenth section. 

On motion of Mr. Dickerson the amendment was negatived 
for the present. 

The next amendment was in the 18th section, to change the 
duty on fossil and crude mincral salt from ‘‘four’’ to “two cents’’ 
per bushel. 

Mr. Sprague wished to change the specific duty to a duty of 
15 per cent. ad valorem, and made a motion to that effect, which 
was not now in order. 

The amendinent was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert in the 2d section the fal- 
lowing words: ' 

“The duties following, that isto say: such other manpfae- 
tures of wool, or of which wool iz a component part, the actual 
value of which, at the place from whence imported, shalf not 
exceed 50 cents the square yard, shall be dee:ned to have cost 
50 cenis the square yard, and pay a duty thereon of 35 per cen- 
tum. And all such other manufactures of wool, or of which 
wool is a component part, the actual value of which, at the 





trade report. 


Tt was there stated that, notwithstanding the high 


place from whence imported, shall exceed 50 cents the square 
? yard, and shall not exceed two dollars and fifty cents the square 
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yard, shall be deemed to have cost two dollars and fifty cents 
‘the square yard, and pay a duty thereon of 35 percentum. And 
all such other manufactures of wool, or of which wool is a com- 
int part, the actual value of which, at the place from whence 
mported, shall exceed two dollars and fifty cents the square 
yard, there shall be levied a duty of 35 per centum ad valorem.” 

Mr. Dickerson sustained this amendment on the ground that 
the protection afforded by the bill as it came from the house, to 
the wool grower and the woollen manufacturer, was totally in- 
sufficient. He stated that by the vote of the south, which scem- 
ed to give an assurance that the system of protection would be 
persevered in, the manufacturers had been induced to invest 
ag aon in these establishments. 

Alter some observations from Mr. Smith and Mr. Holmes, 

Mr. Clay advocated the amendment, and stated that it made 
the bill much better for the south than it was when it came froin 
the house, He read from an invoice dated August, 1831, an ac- 
count of the charges on a lot of glass ware sent to Grenock. 
The original value of the glass was £7 10s. 9d. sterling: the du- 
ties and charges were £10 18s. 8d.—making the cost £18 Qs. 3d.: 
the articles then sold for £28 5s. Dishes produced by American 
ingenuity for one dollar and a half, sold for upwards of eight 
dollars. This glass was produced by compression. He gave 
this fact to show the nature and extent of English liberality and 
kindness, and the sincerity of the profession of Great Britain in 
reference to free trade. 

He then adverted to the character and operation of this amend- 
ment, shewing that the local minimum was merely nominal; 
and that the next minimum was the only real and substantial 
one. The idea of protecting articles in which the south are most 
interested is abandoned. ‘The second minimum he shewed was 
more favorable to the south than the bill from the house. Its 
operation would be principally on the middle classes in the 
north and the east, so that the burden and the benefit would go 
together. 

The specific duty he regarded as preferable to the ad valorem, 
as it prevented fraud. And, in reference to the minimum sys- 
tem, he referred to the prosperity of the cotton manufactories to 
show its efficacy. That branch of our manufacture had grown 
up under the protection of a single minimum. He read a com- 
munication from an officer of the customs in New York, of great 
intelligence and avorth, in which he shewed the advantage of 
the square yard and minimwn system. Under the ad valorem 
duty one package in twenty is examined, while in the specific 
duty system every package is examined. If fraud can exist then 
wnder the specific duty system, what frauds may not be expect- 
ed under the ad valorem system? He then adverted to the ope- 
ration of the original bill, in order to show its inefficiency. He 
laid it down as indisputable that adequate protection could alone 
be obtained by a duty on the raw material and foreign fabric 
operating together. It was his wish to guard the farmer and the 
manufacturer against the influence of foreign legislation. 

He congratulated the senate on the evidence which had been 
exhibited, that the protective principle was still to be preserved, 
and concluded by asserting that the amendment bad been intro- 
duced from a fecling of kindness to the south. The coarse ar- 
ticle is abandoned to the south, and Jays the burden on the mid- 
dle classes in the north and the east. 

Mr. Heyne moved to strike out the words “‘be deemed to have 
cost two dollars and fifty cents the square yard,” so as to strike 
out the second minimum, which he viewed as the only oppres- 
sive one. The paragraph would then read— 

‘And all such other manufactures of wool, or of which wool 
is a component part, the actual value of which, at the place 
from whence imported, shall exceed 50 eents the square yard, 
end shall not excced two dollars and fifty cents the square yard, 
shall pay a duty thereon of 35 per centum.” 

He stated that the fabrics under 35 cents the yard were scarce- 
ly made at all, or made to a very limited extent in this country, 
while the amount of fabrics between 50 cents and 2 50, was 
ahout two millions and a quarter of dollars in value. He con- 
sidered the minimum system as unfair in its operation, because 
it deemed fabrics to have cost ane price, while in fact they cost 
another. 

Mr, Dickerson made a few remarks in correction of the views 
of the operation of the minimum eystem. 

Mr. Webster then addressed the senate in defences of the 
amendment. He contended that the high sounding ad valorem 
duty imposed by the bill was fallacious, and could only deceive 
those who took superficial views of the subject. He stated, that 
the woollen manufacture was now on the point of success or the 

int of failure. It was not established in prosperity, nor was it 
prostrate. He described the woolien Interest as a losing inter- 
est from 1824 to the present time. He asked gentlemen, who 
opposed this amendment, to refute this statement; to shew that 
the manufacturers were growing rich, and not, in their attacks 
on the proposition, to sheJter themselves behind general princi- 

les. e considered the ad valorem system as uncertain and 
Seocptive, inasmuch as invoices from England conld be shewn 
to sustain any price which the importer wished to prove that 
the fabric had cost. Invoices were wade up for the oceasion 
and would continue to be so, while the ad valorem system should 
continue. He stated that the duty of sixteen cents a square yard 
on the article of flannels, was in fact a minimum duty, because 
it placed the same duty of 16 cents ‘on flannel which cost five 
eents, whieh it laid on that which cost 50 cents. The adoption 
of the terms was merely to classify the duties. He Inid it down 
shat Our manufacturers must work up our own woo}, This woo} 





—___ 


is too fine for the coarser fabric, and not good enough for the 
finest; and here the foreign article would be in demand, and 
hence the efficacy of this minimum. 

. The debate was further continued by Messrs. Chambers, Taze- 
well, Webster, Frelinghuysen and Benton. 

The question was then taken on the motion of Mr. Hayne, and 
decided in the affirmative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Chambers, Ellis, For- 
syth, Frelinghuysen, raatory Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Man- 
gum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Taze- 
well, Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Clay, CIyton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dud- 
ley, Ewing, Foot, Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Nau- 
dain, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, 
Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins—23. 

Mr. Chambers then moved to strike out the words “thirty- 
five,’ and “‘sixty,”’ so as to raise the duty on the cloths in ques- 
tion to 60 per eentum ad valorem. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on this question on the call 
of Mr. Webster. 

rat question was then put and decided in the affirmative, as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dick- 
erson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, Johnston, 
Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, 
Sprague, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins—24, 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Ellis, For- 
syth, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, 
Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, 
Tipton, Tyler, White—23. 

The question being then on the amendment as amended, 

On motion of Mr. Heme, the amendment was <ivided, so as 
to take the question on the first or lowest minimum first. The 
question was then taken, and decided in the negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dickerson, 
Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelingbuysen, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, 
Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggics, Sevmour, Silsbee, Sprague, 
Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Ellis, For- 
eyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, 
Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, 
Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White—24, 

So the first part was negatived. 

The question was then taken on the second part, as amended, 
and decided in the affirmative as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dick- 
erson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, Johnston, 
Knight, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Sey- 
mour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wil- 
kins—25, 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Ellis, For- 
syth, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, 
Marey, Miller, Moore, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, Tipton, 
Troup, Tyler, White—23. 

Mr. Poindezter, having voted under a mistake, moved to re- 
cousider this vote; which was agreed to. 

Mr. Ewing moved to amend the amendment by striking out 
words so as to nake it read 

“And on all such manufactures of wool, or of which wool 
shall be a component part, there shall be levied a duty of 35 per 
centum ad valorem.”’ 

The question was then taken and decided in the affirmative, 
as follows: , 

YEAS-—Mesers. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dal- 
las, Dickerson, Dudicy, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Holme:, 
Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Sey- 
mour, I goa, Sprague, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wil- 
kins—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grun- 
dy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Mil- 
ler, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, Tipton, 
Troup, Tyler, White—23. 

The question was then taken on agreeing to the second part 
of the amendment, which reads thus: 

“And all such other manufactures of wool, or of which woo! 
is a component part, shall pay a duty of 60 per centum ad va- 
lorem. 

It was decided in the negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Be}l, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dick- 
erson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, Johnston, 
Knight, Nandain, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Sils 
bee, Sprague, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Ellis, For- 
svth, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hil), Kane, King, Mangum, 
Marey, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, 
Tipton, Troup, Tyler, White—24. 

The vice president voted in the negative. 

Mr. Webster then moved to amend the bill in the second sec- 
tion by striking out “fifty”? and inserting “‘fifty-seven,’’ so as to 
increase the woollen duty to the latter amount, which was agreed 
to by the following vote: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dick- 
erson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, Johnston, 
Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, 
sprague, Tipton, Tomljneon, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins— 


NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Bilis, For- 
syth, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, 
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arcy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, 

Mr. Sprague moved to amend the bill in the 18th section by 
striking out the duty of four cents per bushel on fossil and crude 
mineral salt, and substituting ‘‘fifteen per cent. ad valorem;”’ 
which was agreed lo. < 

Mr. Chambers moved to strike from the list of exempted arti- 
cles, the word “sumaeh;”’ which was agreed to. 

Mr. Di t moved to insert at the ehd of the third section 
“sulphate of quinine, calomel, corrosive sublimate, sulphate of 
magnesia, glauber salts,’? sv as to except thein from the list of 
exempted articles. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Smith moved to amend the bill by introducing into the 
second section, “‘ticklenburghs, osnaburgs and burlaps;’’? which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. Foot moved to amend the second section, where it reads 
‘‘on all milled and fulled cloth, &c. of which wool shall be the 
only material, the value whereof shall not exceed 35 cents a 
square yard,’ by striking out “‘five,” so as to leave it 30 cents. 

The motion was withdrawn. 

Mr. Clay moved to amend the bill by inserting a new section 
providing that the collectors at the different ports shall affix 
to each bale of goods, a mark containing the quantity of yards, 
and various other particulars. 

The amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. Dickerson moved to amend by inserting in the second sec- 
tion, ‘indigo, bleached and unbleached linen;’? which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. Johnston moved to amend the clause which imposes a duty 
on joaf or lump sugar, when imported in a pulverized or other 
form, by inserting after “‘pulverized,’’ the word “‘liquid.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. Dickerson moved to strike out “hones,’’ from the list of 
exempted articles; which was agreed to. 

The bill was then reported to the senate as amended. 

The senate then adjourned. 


July 7. After various reports from committees had been re- 
ceived, &c. it was agreed that the senate would take a recess 
from 3 to 5 o’elock this day. 

The resolution concerning the day of adjournment was taken 
up, on motion of Mr. Grundy. 

Mr. Grundy moved to postpone the further consideration of 
the resolution till Monday. 

Mr. Miller, wished the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. Forsyth said that the senate might fix on Monday the 16th. 

Mr. Clay suggested that it would be indecorous towards a co- 
ordinate branch of the government, not to allow him all the in- 
dulgence to which he was entitled, in making up his opinion on 

certain weighty matters which had been submitted to him. It 
was not to be expected that he could yet have had time to make 
up his opinion as to the bank question. 

Mr. Grundy expressed his belicf that the president would not 
require such indulgence. 

The further consideration of the resolution was then postpon- 
ed till Monday, and the resolution was made the special order 
for that day. 

The various naval bills, and the bill for the relief of invalid 
pensioners, and several others, were passed. 

The bill to carry into effect the late convention with France 
was taken up and considered, and ordered to a third reading. 

The senate then proceeded to consider the bill to alter and 
ainend the acts imposing duties on imports. 

The motion pending being by Mr. Sslshee, to insert “except 
ravens duck, which shall be 4 cents per square yard,”’ 

Mr. Dickerson moved 5 cents, but withdrew his motion. 

The amendment was thea agreed to. 

The amendments having been goue through, with the excep 
tion of the following, which was renewed at the request of the 
senator from South Carolina: 

“All manufactures of iron, partly finished, shall pay the same 
rates of duty as if entirely finished. All vessels of cast iron, and 
all castings of iron, with handles, rings, hoops, or other addition 
of wrought iron, shali pay the same rate of duty as if made en- 
tirely of cast iron.”’ 

The question being in concurrence with this amendment— 

Mr. Hayne read a memorial from about thirty or forty black- 
smiths of Philadelphia, against the principle of this clause, and 
referred at length to the evidence taken before a former com- 
inittee on manufactures, when Mr. Sarchet was examined by 
the senator from New Jersey, to shew the untenable character 
of the proposition. , 

Mr. Dickerson stated that the clause was only inserted to pre- 
vent frauds, which were now common. 

The question was then ordered to be taken by yeas and nays. 

After a few words from Mr. Dallas, the question was taken 
and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clayton. 
Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hen- 
dricks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, 
Webster, Wilkins—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grun- 
dy, Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, 
Poindexter, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White— 


Mr. Clay moved to insert “four”? cents as the duty on cotton 
bagging, instead of “three and a half’’ cents a square yard. 





The yeas and nays were ordered. 

After a few wo from Mr. Chambers, in explanation of the 
reasons which would induce him to give a different vote in the 
senate from that which he gave in committee, 


The question was taken, and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Meessrs. Beli, Buckner, Chambers, Ciay, Clayton, 
Dallas, Dickerson, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, 
Holmes, Johnsten, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Sey- 
mour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Web- 
ster, Wilkins—25. ' 

NAYS—Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, 
Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poin- 
dexter, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White—21. 

The motion was again made which was negatived in commit- 
tee, to strike out “‘palm Jeaf or palmetto hats.”’ 

The motion was agreed to—yeas 25, nays 22. 

Mr. Hayne moved to strike out the proviso in the second sec- 
tion, as follows: 

‘* Provided, That all articles manufactured in whole of sheet, 
rod, heop, bolt, or bar iron, or of iron wire, or of which sheet, 
rod, hoop, bolt, or bar iron, or iron wire, shall constitute the 
greatest weight, and which are not otherwise specified, shall 
pay the same duty per pound that is charged oy this act on sheet, 
rod, heop, bolt, or bar iron, or on iron wire, of the same number 
respectively.”? 

The motion was negatived—yeas 20, mays 26. 

On motion ef Mr. Silsbee the bill was amended in the 18th 
section, by adding, after the words “funder bond of the import- 
er,’’ the words “or owner.”’ 


On motion of Mr. Marcy the duty on common, ingrained, and 
Venitian carpeting, was reduced from forty to thirty-five por 
centum. 

Mr. Forsyth moved to reduce the duty on sewing silk from 
“*forty”? to “twenty-five”? per cent. 

The motion was negatived. 

Mr. Forsyth moved te strike out in the clause imposing ‘ou 
nankeens, imported direct from China, twenty per centum ad 
valorem,” the words “imported direct from China.” 

The motion was negatived. 

Mr. Miller moved to strike out the specific duty of *‘four cents?’ 
per pound on wool, the value of which exceeds eight cents per 
pound at the place of exportation, so as to leave only the ad va- 
lorem duty. 

Mr. Clay said, the effect of the amendment would be to de- 
stroy half of the flocks in the country. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and 

The question was then taken and decided in the negative— 
yeas 15, nays 31. 

The hour of 3 having arrived, the senate then took a recess 
till 5 o’clock. 

Five o’clock, P.M. The proposition to strike out the duty of 
10 per cent. ad valorem, on common tinned and japanned sad- 
dlery of all descriptions, and insert 25 per cent. which was ne- 
gatived in committee, was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
22, nays 21. 

Mr. Hayne moved to strike out the proviso in the second sec- 
tion, as follows: 

** Provided, That all manufactures of cotton, or of which cot- 
ton shall be a component part, not dyed, colored, printed, or 
stained, not exceeding in value 30 cents the square yard, shall 
be valued at 30 cents the square yard; and, if dyed, colored, 
printed, or stained, in whole or in part, not exceeding in value 
35 ey per square yard, it shall be valued at 35 cente the square 
vard.”’ 

Some discussion took place on this motion. 

Mr. Clvy contending against taking the question on a propo- 
cition so vital in its character, in so thin a senate, and Mr. Hayne 
insisting on the importance of the principle being tested. 

: The question was then taken, and decided in the negative, as 
ollows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, 
Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poin- 
dexter, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White—17. 

NAYS—Mesers. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dick- 
erson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes, 
Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Sey- 
mour, Silsbee, Spraguc, Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Web- 
ster, Wilkins—27. 

Mr. Dailas moved to increase the duty on slates of all kinds 
from 25 to 35 per centum, which was agreed te—yeas 23, nays 
9D 

Mr. King moved to strike out in the 34th line of the second 
section, the duty of “sixteen cents the square yard” on flannels, 
bockings, and baizes, and insert ‘30 per cent. ad valorem.”? 

The question was taken, and decided in the negative—yeas 
18, nays 28. . 

Mr. Hayne moved to amend the bill by adding at the end a 
proviso, that no duty imposed by this act on any articles, shall 
exceed 100 per cent. ad valorem. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on this motion. 

The question, after a few words against the aotion by Mr. 
Dickerson, Mr. Clay, and Mr. Holmes, was taken and decided 
in the negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, 
Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, 
Smith, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, 
Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hen- 
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dricks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Marcy, Naudain, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Robinson, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tipton, Tom- 
’ Waggaman, ebster, Wilkins—28. ; 
Mr. Forsyth moved to strike out all the sections of the bill ex- 
cept so much of the first section as repeals the act of 1828. 
e question was put and decided in the negative—yeas 16, 


na 27. 

Mr. Silsbee moved a proviso allowing a drawback to owners 
of steamboats, and other vessels, on articles specified and enter- 

into the construction of vessels. : 

r. Moore moved to amend the amendment by adding that a. 
similar drawback shall be allowed on cotton bagging, and on 
agricultural implements. 

The amendment to the amendment was withdrawn. 

The amendment was then negatived—yeas 5, nays 38. 

Mr. Benton then moved to anfend the bill by adding a duty of 
5 ~-4 centum on Indian blankets, &c. t 

é€ question was taken and decided in the negative—yeas 
nays 26. 

r. Benton then moved to amend by inserting a drawback on 
Indian goods. 

Mr. Clay required a specification of Indian goods, in case of 
obtaining which he might vote for the proposition. 

The amendment was rejected—yeas 18, nays 27. 

Mr. Benton moved to amend the bill by striking out 10 cents 
per 56 pounds on salt, and inserting 5 eents; which was decided 
in the negative—veas 22, nays 24. 

The amendments were then ordered to be engrossed, and the 
bill directed to be read a third time, as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, 
Clayton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Mar- 
cy, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Seymour, Silsbec, 
Smith, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, Webster, Wilkins—31. 

NAYS.— essrs. Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Hayne, Kane, 
King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Tazewell, Tyler, 
White—15. 

So the amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the 
bill was directed to be read a third time. 

The vice president then informed the senate that he should 
not resume his seat in the senate, and expressed his wish that 
the senators might have a safe return to their families. 

The tariff bill, as amended, was now ordered to be printed. 

At half past 7, the senate adjourned. 


July 9. The senate was cailed to order by the seeretary, 
when, on motion of Mr. Chambers, the senate proceeded to the 
election of a president og tem. The balloting then took place, 
and there appeared to be 47 votes given in, 24 being of course 
necessary to achoice. The votes stood as follows:—[5 ballots. ] 


Ist. 2nd ord Ath 5th 
Poindexter 15 VW 19 22 21 
Smith 15 7 — «= ante 
Bell 4 I — aa is 
Tazewell 5 14 23 22 24 
Tyler ] ~— — = Sa 
ayne } 1 1 1 1 
xin Se ee te. 
] ie 

Mangum a 1 —~ Ses 


{After the second ballot—Mr. Smith rose and said, it ha 
been his desire early in the session not to be considered a candi- 
date. In this wish, however, he found that he differed from the 
opinions of his friends, and he had conceded his own desire to 
gratify their’s. He now wished to be considered as withdrawn, 
and he would give his own vote for a member who, in point of 
talent, was inferior to no man.] 


Mr. Tazewell was declared to be duly elected, and was eon- 
dueted to the chair by Mr. Smith. 

Mr. Tazewell then returned thanks in a voice inaudible in the 
gallery, He was understood to say that he begged to offer his 
sincere thanks for this renewed courtesy on the part of the se- 
nate. Had he eonsulted his own inclinations they, as well as 
his convictions of his own incapacity, would have induced him 
to pursue the course which he had taken on a former occasion. 
‘The course which was then dictated by a most profound respect 
for this body, might now, under a change of circumstances. be 
considered as arr t. Therefore, he should not, on this ocea- 
sion, decline the distinction which had been conferred on him 
by the vote of the senate on this occasion. The wishes of the 
senate should be to him a command, and it would be his duty 
most promptly to render obedience. Hix qualifications for the 
station were few, and those of the commonest kind. What- 
ever labor could accomplish, should be accomplished: and by 
no relaxation of his exertions would he be induced to dizap- 

int the expectations of the senate. For the rest, he must cast 

imself on the kinduess of this body, to prevent error where it 
could be prevented, and to correct where it could not, and 
to excuse those aberrations which could neither be prevented 
nor repaired. As the time pressed he weuld not detain the 
senate any longer than to repeat his sincere thanks for the honor 
which had been conferred upon him, and his re-assurances that 
he would discharge the duties of the ctation with what ability 
he might. The best could do no more. ‘ 

On motion of Mr. Poinderter, the usual resolutions, to inform 
the president of the United States, and the house of representa- 
tives, that the senate had elected the hon. Littleton [. Tuze 
well to be the president of this body, pro tem., were adopted. 


_— 


ee eee a 


Some ordinary business being attended to— __ 
Mr. White rose to move to postpone the previous orders, in 
order to take up an Indian bill, but gave way for the purpose of 
having the tariff bill passed. 

The bill to alter and amend the act imposing duties on imports 
was then read a third time, and the question being on its pas- 
A discussion took place, in which Mr. Grundy, Mr. Webster, 
Mr. King, Mr. Clay, Mr. Hayne, participated. 

It was contended by Mr. Grundy, and the other opponents of 
the bill, that the bill as amended by the senate was worse than 
the bill as it came from the house, and that while they wonld 
have voted for the latter with reluctance, they could not vote 
for the other on any consideration. Mr. Grundy said that an 
examination into the operation of the bill had satisfied him that 
although the alterations had produced a diminution in the reve- 
nue, they had been such as could be productive of no effectual 
relief to those who had been ee long complaining of the injus- 
tice and inequality of the system. The reductions had been 
made on articles which were luxuries, and not on such as 
entered into the neeessary consumption of the great body of the 
people. The argument of Mr. King was similar in its cha- 
racter. He regarded the bill as made worse by the alterations 
of the senate; and contended that the bill was neither more nor 
less than the seheme which the senator from Kentucky had pro- 
duced at the commencement of the session, to take the duty 
from the unprotected articles, leaving all other articles untouch- 
ed. Mr. Hayne was opposed to the bill because it embodied the 
principle to which he was opposed, of protection to the manu- 
factures of the north, to the injury of the southern people. 

To these arguments, it was replied that the senate bill had 
reduced the revenue to a lower scale by 250 or $300,000 than 
the bill did as it came from the house; and although the duty on 
the woollens had been a little increased in the senate, it was 
less by nearly half 2 million than the duty on those fabrics by 
the existing law. It was asserted that the hill protected the 
great interests of the country, without operating injuriously on 
any; but that on the contrary, it embraced protection in a modi- 
fied degree, with relief to those who are complaining. It em- 
bodied concession. There was concession in the reduction of 
the duty on negro cloths to a mere nominal duty. It appeared 
as though no concession would be satisfactory which did not go 
to that point where it would ruin those who made it. It was 
shewn that the reduction of dutics by the bill as it now stands, 
from those of the existing law, amounts to about 377,000, in 
woollens alone. That the bill was in every respect superior to 
the cxisting law was demonstated by comparison, and it was 
urged on the opponents of the present bill, that, as they would 
have voted, aecording to their own statements, for the bill as it 
came from the heuse, and as that bill embodied the principle ef 
protection, and as the existing law was tho subject of constant 
and loud complaint, it would be better to take this bill, which 
also embraced the principle of protection and whieh was cer- 
tainly less likely to produce complaints than the existing law. 

The bill was then passed, by the following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Buckner, Chambers, Clay. 
Clayton, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Hendricks, Hill, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Marey, Nau- 
dain, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Seymonr, Silshee, 
Smith, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wil- 
kins—32. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, 
Kane, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Pomdexter, ‘Tazewell, 
Troup, Tyler, White—16. 

So the bill was paesed. 

On motion of Mr. Clay, the senate then proceeded te conside! 


adjournment. 


Mr. Clay moved to amend the resolution by striking out *9th” 
and inserting ‘*16th.”’ 


Mr. Grundy suggested Thursday, as the best day for adjourn- 
ment, and proposed that the senate should disagree to the reso- 
lution from the house, and that he would then lay a _resojution 
on the table to adjourn on Thureday, which might lie on the ta 
ble until to-morrow. 


Mr. )Vebster stated that there was an ifmportant measure ui 
der the consideration of the exeeutive, whieh he was not com- 
pelled to return to this house in less than ten days, (Sundays ex- 
cluded.) He therefore suggested to insert Tuesday, the 17th. 

After the failure of a motion to lay the resolution on the table 
had been negatived— 

The question was then about te be taken, on striking out 
*‘ninth,’’? and inserting ‘‘Monday the 16th,”? when 

Mr. Grundy stated that the fixing of Tuesday was holding 0"! 
the idea that congress would not adjourn until the message ¢* 


pected from the president shall be received, and that he could 
not vote for it. 


Mr. Cliy said that the city was full of rumours, and althoug! 
gentlemen who voted against the great measure to which he re- 
ferred, might find no difficulty in making their peace with ther 
constituents, gentlemen on the other side would be placed in 
an awkward situation. 

Mr. Mengum said he had no fear that any attempt would be 
made in any quarter to evade properresponsibility. He though! 
that such evasion would be disrepatable, and he would vote with 
those who desired the fall ten days, to be allowed to the presi 
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The motion to strike out the 9th, and insert the 16th was then 
agreed to, and the resolution, as amended, was concurred in. 

Several bills were now taken up and ordered to be read a 
third time or passed—among them the bill supplementary to the 
act making appropriations for the civil and military service of 
1832. Adjourned. — : 

uly 10. Mr. Ewing presented a memorial from the hatters 
of Cincinnati, against a repeal of the duty on hats, which was 
Jaid on the table. 

A message was then received from the president of the United 
States, by the hands of Mr. Donelson, his private secretary, re- 
turning the act to modify and continue the act to incorporate 
the subscribers of the bank of the United States, with his objec- 
tions to the same. : 

The message occupied nearly an hour in the reading. On its 

osclusion 
5 Mr. Webster said that the constitution made it the duty of the 
nouse to which such communication was made, on receipt of it, 
to cause it to be recorded at length onits journals, and then 
solemnly to take the question whether the act shall become a 
law, the president’s objections, to the contrary, notwithstand- 
ing. The constitution prescribes that the house shall proceed 
to this decision thereupon. It was the practice of congress, to 
give a proper time for the transcript of the message, and fora 
respectful consideration of the subject. In eases of less im- 
portance, it was the custom to proceed immediately to the deci- 
sion. But,in this case, it was respectful to the president, to the 
jength of the paper which had been read, to the high character 
of the various topics which it embraced, and to the general im- 
portance of the subject, that the Senate should assign such day 
and hour for taking the message into consideration, as would 
be agreeable ufder the existing circumstances: Presuming that 
the presiding officer would direct the message to be entered on 
the journals, he would now move to postpone the further consi- 
deration of this communication until eleven o’clock to-morrow. 
The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. White, 6,000 copies of the veto message 
were ordered to be printed—yeas 17, nays 14. 

After attending to several bills, which were ordered to a third 
reading, or otherwise disposed of 

Mr. Poindexter moved that the senate proceed to the consi- 
deration of executive business, and the motion was agreed to. 

July 1}. The senate receded from their amendment to the 
bill for the relief of Joseph Elliott. 

The senate insisted on their amendment to the bill for the re- 
lief of certain invalid pensioners, and asked a conference. 

The senate then proceeded to consider the message from the 
house of representatives, agreeing to some and disagreeing to 
other of the amendments of the senate to the bill to alter and 
amend the act imposing duties on imports. 

Mr. Wilkins moved that the senate now ask a conference of 
the house of representatives, and that a committee be appointed 
to confer with such committee as may be appointed by the 
house. His object was to do every thing which could be done 
to reconcile the differences between the two houses. His idea 
was to ask for a conference, and, in the mean time, to retain 


the bil] in the senate, so that afterwards the senate might either 
recede or insist. 


Mr. Dickerson seconded the motion. It was his wish that the 
session should not pass away without the passage of this bill; 
and he thought this object more likely to be obtained if a con- 
ferenee were to be held in this stage, rather than after the se- 
nate should have insisted on their amendments. It would be 
more likely now to be productive of good feeling. 

Mr. Clay considered the motion to be strictly in order. He 
considered that a conference might be held in every stage of the 
disagreement. He was of opinion, however, that the best mode 
would be te take the question first on insisting on the amend- 
ments. But as the chairman of the committee on manufactures 
had assented to the other course, he could uot have any objec- 
tion. 

Mr. King was of opinion that the course prescribed by this 
motion, although in order, was unusual; and he had a prefer- 
ence for the ordinary course. 

Mr. Webster was of opinion that, with a view to economy of 
time, it might be better to take the conference course, in order 
to diminish the points of difference. He hoped, therefore, that 
the motion would be adopted. 

Mr. Brown expressed his views very briefly in opposition to 
the motion. 

On the call of Mr. Wilkins, the yeas and nays were then or- 
dered on this question. 

Mr. Hayne then opposed the motion. 

_Mr. Clayton stated that he should vote in its favor. He con- 
sidered the bill endangered if the two houses should fail to agree 
as to these amendments. If the question were first taken on a 
motion to recede or insist. the opinions of senators would be 
committed, and the probability of agreement would thus be 
Weakened. All, therefore, who felt a desire for an adjustment 
of the tariff at this session, should vote in favor of the motion. 

Mr. Chambers took a similar view. He thought that, by having 
aconference now, the differences which existed might be settled 
in &@ spirit of compromise. He wished the country to know that 
there were individuals in the senate who were disposed to make 
every effort to obtain an adjustment. 

Mr. Grundy thought it would be the preferable mode to take 
the question first on a motion to recede or insist, and let the 


After a few remarks from Mr. Poindezter in favor of, and Mr. 
Forsyth against the motion, - 

Mr. Forsyth moved to lay the bill and amendments on the ta- 
ble, and on this motion the yeas and nays were ordered. 

“he question was then put, and decided as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Clay, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, 
Holmes, Kane, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, 
Smith, ‘Tazewell, Tyler, Waggaman, White—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Brown, Buckner, Chambers, Clayton, 
Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hen- 
dricks, Hill, Johnston, Knight, Marcy, Naudain, Prentiss, Rob- 
bins, Ru les, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, ‘Tipton, Tomlinson, 
Troup, Webster, Wilkins—29. 

The question was then taken on the motion of Mr. Wilkins, 
and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dal- 
las, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, 
Johnston, Knight, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Rug- 
gles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, ‘’omlinson, Waggaman, Web- 
ster, Wilkins—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, 
Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, 
Moore, Robinson, Smith, ‘l'azewell, Tipton, Troup, Tyler, 
White—21. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Wilkins, the committee were then ordered 
to consist of three members. 

Messrs. Wilkins, Dickerson, and Hayne, were then constituted 
such committee. 

The hour of eleven having arrived the senate proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill to renew the charter of the bank of 
the United States, with the message of the president forbidding 
the passage of the same, when Mr. Webster took the floor, and, 
in aspeech of more than an hour in length, commented on the 
president’s message, fully and frankly. He was followed by Mr. 
White, who was succeeded by Mr. Holmes, and, the latter hav- 
ing concluded his remarks, the senate adjourned at about 8 
o’clock, on the motion of Mr. Clay. 


[We hope to be able to give some of the speeches on this sub- 
ject soon after the recess. ] 


July 12. Mr. Marcy presented the memorial of G. W. Feath- 
erstonhaugh, praying for the patronage of the government to 
the periodical work which he is now publishing at Philadelphia. 
He described the memorialist as a man of great science; and 
expressed his belief that the work itself was deserving of sup- 
port. He moved to refer this memorial to the secretary of war. 

Mr. Clay seconded the motion, and bore testimony to the 
merit of the memorialist and his work. It was the object to 
explore the geological and minerological structure of the coun- 
try. If there Wasa home department, this subject would, with 
propriety, be referrable to it; but in the absence of such depart- 
ment, it had been the practice to send these subjects to the se- 
cretary of war; and as that officer was a gentleman of science, 
he would be fully competent to report as to the expediency of 
giving any, and what, patronage to the work. 

The reference was then ordered—yeas 21, nays 12. 

After passing a considerable number of bills, which had been 
previously matured—On motion of Mr. Foot the senate insisted 
on its amendment to the invalid pension bill—20 to 14. 

‘The senate then proceeded to the consideration of the mes- 
sage from the president, returning the bill to modify and con- 
tinue the act to incorporate the subscribers to the bank of the 
United States, with his objections. 

Mr. Clay then took the floor, and addressed the senate about 
two hours and a quarter. 

Mr. Benton succeeded him, and occupied the time until the 
hour of three; when the senate, in pursuance of their previous 
order, took a recess, 


The senate was called to order at 5 o’clock. 

Mr. Wilkins, with the consent of Mr. Benton, from the com- 
mittee of conference, to whom was referred the bill to alter and 
amend the act iinposing duties on imports, made a report. 

The report recommends that the senate recede from their 
ary endments, and agree to the amendments of the house. 

Mr. Bell then moved that the bill and amendments be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on this question. After con- 
siderable debate, the question was taken on the indefinite post- 
ponement, and negatived, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Clayton, Foot, Holmes, Knight, Nau- 
dain, Robbins, Ruggles, Seymour, Waggaman—10. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Chambers, 
Clay, Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ellis, Ewing, Forsyth, Fre- 
linghuysen, Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Johnston, Kane, 
King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Prentiss, 
Robinson, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tazewell, Tipton, ‘Tomlin- 
son, Troup, Tyler, Webster, White, Wilkins—38. 

fyG'The senate was in session late on Thursday evening—and 


a further account of the proceedings of that day has not yet 
reached us. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Thursday, July 5. [Further notices of the proceedings of this 
day.] 


The invalid pension bill, being opposed by Messre. Polk and 





conference follow. 


Speight, and supported by Messrs. Evans, of Me. Burges and 
ook, of N. ¥. was ordered to a third reading. 
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bill to establish quarantine Jaws for the District of Colum- 
was debated by Messrs. Dearborn and Doddridge, and pass- 
and sent to the senate. 
debate concerning a public fact day was interesting, but 
c be inserted at present. It was opposed by Messrs. Plum- 
mer, Bell and Coulter, and supported by Messrs. Dearborn, Elis- 
worth, Jenifer, Briggs, Burges, &c. The house adjourned with- 
out coming to a decision on the resolution. [We shall endea- 
vor to give this debate a place for several reasons, and especial- 
ly because of a question of order raised by Mr. Vance, who 
warmly objected to the practice which had lately grown up in 
‘that house, of referring to the opinions of the president. He 
‘thought i derogatory. “Do we sit here to register his edicts?”’ 
easked Mr. V.} 


Friday, July6. Mr. Dickson, Mr. Patton, Mr. Silas Condict 
and Mr. s Were severally excused froin attendance for the 
remainder of the session. 

The house was busily occupied tuis day in considering and 
penroenrecg &c. many bills from the senate, and in disposing of 
private bills—all which will sufficiently appear hereafter. 

Saturday, July 7. Mr. Evans, of Maine, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution: 

lved, ‘That the secretary of war be directed to lay before 
this house at the commencement of the next session, a state- 
ment of the number of fortifications and other military defences 
in the state of Maine; and also that he accompany it with a re- 
port of bis opinion of. the expediency of increasing the military 
-defences of that state, as well upon the sea-board as upon the 
line of boundary between the United States and the British 
North American possessions; and that he also communicate 
such information as he may be enabled to procure relative to 
the number and kind of military fortifications erected and main- 
tained in said British possessions, and the number of troops 
therein. [Agreed to next — 

Mr. —— rose to contradict a statement which appeared 
in the New York Advocate, calculated to do Mr. R. M. Johnson 
some injury. It was stated in that paper that the late sergeant- 
at-arms had owed him 600 dollars, and which, it was alleged, 
had induced Mr. J. to make the motion that the house should 
repay the money. The statement was absolutely false, as there 
was no money due to Mr. J. who had been induced to submit 
the motion On the subject of the repayment of the members from 

re and disinterested motives. 

The bill for the relief of the representatives of col. Laurens, 
was, after a protracted discussion, read a third time and passed 
—yeas 81, nays 43. 

r. McCarty, of Indiana, rose to make a correction in the 
journal in respect to a vote given by him on a motion of Mr. 
Thomas, to amend the bank bill. After a desultory conversation 
‘as to the propriety and manner of entcring the correction, it was 
left to the speaker to make such correction and entry thereof as 
he should deem suitable. 

‘The house went into committee on numerous private bills; 
‘with which they were occupied for the remainder of the day. 

Monday, July9. Messrs. Bergen and Leavitt obtained leave 
of absence for the remainder of the session. 

After other business which will appear in eubsequent pro- 
«ceedings— 

Mr. Welde submitted the following resolution, viz: 

Resolwed, ‘Tat the secretary of the treasury be directed to lay 
phefore this house, at the next and each successive session of 
-congress, copies of such statements or returns, shewing the ca- 
pital, circulation, discounts, specie, deposits and condition of 

the different state banks and banking companies as may have 
een communicated to the legislatures, governors or other offi- 
-cers of the several states within the year, and made public; and 
where such statements cannot be obtained, such other authen- 
4ic information as will best supply the deficiency. , 

The house resumed the consideration of the resolution from 
Ahe senate, respecting a day of humiliation, fasting and prayer— 

The question pending being on an appeal, when the subject 
, Was last before the house, viz: 

Mr. Burges, a member of the house, having referred in debate 
to a letter from the president of the United States, which had 
been read in a previous debate, and which had been published 
“ the Sota mane was called to order by Mr. Wiliams, of N. 

3 an 

The speaker (Mr. Polk), pro tem. decided that the reference 
was in order. 

Mr. Adams having appealed from that decision, he inquired of 
the speaker, as he had not been in the chair when the decision 
he appealed from had been made, whether he was to understand 
that he meant to revoke or maintain it? 

The speaker explained the circumstances under which he felt 
it due, in candor, to state, thatif he had been in the chair, he 
must have made the saine decision. 

Upon which a stormy and exciting debate arose, which we are 
for the present a to defer. 

Mr. Adams withdrew his appeal. 

The question then being on the motion made by Mr. Bell, that 
the resolution should be committed to a committee of the whole 
house, with instructions to amend the same, viz: to strike out 
the words “‘a joint committee of both houses of congress wait 
upon the nt of the United States, and request that he re- 
commend,’’ and insert—that Wednesday, the 25th instant be 
recommended to the people of the United States, to be observed 
as a day of fasting— 

The debate thereon was continued. 


F 


ee —— — Le 





Mr. Condict, of New Jersey, in order to have a decision on the 
subject, moved the previous question, which was negatived— 
ayes 52, noes &2. 

After further debate, a motion by Mr. Plwmmer to lay the re. 
solution and amendment on the table was also negatived—yeas 
59, nays 79. 

A second motion by Mr. Reed, of Mass. for the previous 
question, was negatived 63 to 70; and the question on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Bel/, having been modified by him, at the sugges. 
tion of several members, so as that the resolution should be re- 
ferred to a select committee, and that the 2d August should be 
named as the day recommended by congress— 

The question thereon was decided by yeas and nays in the 
affirmative—yeas 86, nays 70. 

Messrs. Bell, Verplunck and Reed, of Mass. were appointed 
the select committee. 

Mr. Foster, of Geo. said, as the subject had been disposed of, 
he rose to call the attention of the house to some remarks which 
had fallen from the member from Ohio, (Mr. Stanberry) during 
the debate, which the house owed to its own dignity not to pass 
over. 

Mr. Mercer objected to any course being now taken on the 
subject—the rule requiring that any exception taken to words 
spoken in debate should be made at the time, and the words 
taken down. 

A desultory conversation on the point of order then arose; af. 
ter which 

Mr. Foster moved to suspend the rule of the house to enable 
him to submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the insinuation made in debate this morning 
by the hon. William Stanberry, a member of this house, from 
Ohio, charging tlfe speaker of this house with shaping his course 
as presiding officer of the house, with a view to the obtainment 
of office, from the president of the United States, was an indig- 
nity to the speaker and the house, and merits the decided cen- 
sure of this house. 

The resolution having been read— 

Mr. Stanberry said he wished the honorable member from 
Georgia would insert in the resolution “that the charge against 
the speaker was untrue,’”? that he might have an opportunity 
given him to prove it. 

Mr. McDuffie and Mr. Irvin expressed their hope that the 
question might be taken without debate, that they might pro- 
ceed to the important business before the house. 

Mr. Semmes asked and obtained leave to be excused from vot- 
ing, on the ground that not being present at the debate, he knew 
nothing of the circumstances stated in the resolution. 

The house then refused to suspend the rule to allow Mr. F. to 
subinit the resolution—yeas 95, nays 63, (not two-thirds.) 

Several bills being passed on— 

The senate’s amendments to the tariff bill having been re- 
ceived, the house determined that they should be referred toa 
committee of the whole on the state of the union. And in or- 
der the better to prepare for the diseussion of them, it took a 
recess till half past 4 o’clock, when, after a call of the house, 
the amendments, 46 in number,were taken up seriatim, and votes 
of concurrence or non-concurrence passed upon each item. 

({u#-As the proceedings of the committee of the whole fully 
appear in the subsequent action of the house, we shall not de- 
tail them here. ] 


Monday, July 10.. Mr. Barnwell was excused from atten- 
dance for the remainder of the session. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Wilde, of Georgia, on Mon- 
day, was agreed to. 

Mr. Bell, from the select committee to whom the resolution to 
appoint a day for fasting, prayer and humiliation, had been re- 
ferred, reported the same with amendments. 

Mr. Dearborn submitted a resolution, in substance calling on 
the president for such information as he may not deem it im- 
proper to give, as to the instructions given to com. Downes, il 
relation to the attacks on the Malays at Sumatra. 

Mr. Bates, of Maine, moved that the house should take up 
the resolution submitted on Monday by Mr. Foster, respecting 
language reflecting upon the speaker; used by Mr. Stanberry, 
member from Ohio. in the debate on the resolution from the 
senate to appoint a day of fasting. 

The resolution having been read— 

Mr. Foster remarked that he had been only anxious in offer- 
ing the resolution to see how far the house were disposed to go 
to support their own dignity. 

Mr. Mercer objected to the resolution being received at all. 
He called on the chair, [Mr. Clay occupied that seat in the 
speaker’s absence], to decide whether the resolution was in 
order, the words not having been taken down at the time they 
were spoken, nor at the close of the speech of the member, be- 
cause other business had occurred, since the imputed insinua- 
tions were made; and because a day had elapsed since those 
words were used without any action or proceeding of the house 
in relation thereto, as was prescribed by the rules of the house. 

The chair decided that the resolution was in order. 

Mr. Mercer appealed from that decision. 

An interesting discussion thereupon arose, whether the lan- 
guage was an infraction of the rules of the house, prescribing 
the decorum to be used in debate, or whether it did not come 
within the rule of the house, which gave the power to punish 
for disorderly behavior. 

Messrs. Foster, Mercer, Wayne, Jenifer, Burges, Grennell, 
and Wilde, participated in the discussion. 
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Mr. Boon moved the previous question, which was not se- 
condets therland then forcibly contended that as it was the 
duty of the speaker, and he had the right to call the members to 
order for any transgression of the decorum to be used in de- 
bate, which had been done by him on this occasion, the house 
could not, in justice to the member, now take up the busi- 

&c. 
meaner some further debate— 

The house, on motion of Mr. Boon, proceeded to the orders 
of the day—yeas 84, nays 78, and considered the amendments 
of the senate to the bill to regulate the tariff. 

Mr. E. Everett demanded the yeas and nays on the first, viz: 
inserting after Kendal cottons, the words “not weighing less 
than 16 oz. to the square yard,” which was disagreed to—yeas 

s 97. 
Tn inserting Wilton and treble ingrained, amongst the car- 
subject to 63 cents, was agreed to. 

On making the duty on “‘all other ingrained and Venctian car- 
peting, 35 cents in lieu of 45 the square yard:”— 

Mr. Crawford having demanded the yeas and nays, the amend- 
ment was agreed to—yeas 106, nays 58. 

On inserting “‘bockings”’ to be subject to a duty of 16 cents the 
square and on including “merino shawls, made of wool,’ 
in the list of woollen articles, subject to duty, was agreed to. 

The amendment increasing the duty on merino shawls, and 
on all manufactures of wool, &c. and ready made clothing, from 
fifty to Lhe ery per cent. was advocated by Mr. Jenifer, as one 
upon which the fate of the bill might rest, and it ought therefore 
to be agreed to, as a matter of compromise to the views of the 
senate on the bill. 

Mr. Wayne denied that this increase was deemed necessary 
by some woollen manufacturer in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Clay would remark, that if the passing of the bill was to 
depend on increasing the duty on woollens, he would say, let the 
bill go, sooner than agres to it. 

Mr. ight concurred in this opinion. 

Mr. Blasr, of South Carolina, did not think that any southern 
man ought to care for the bill, or vote for it, as there was no re- 
lief given by it to the south. 

Mr. Horn believed the present amendment would increase 
the duty beyond the rates fixed by the tariff of 1828, and did not 
think it ought to be concurred in. 

The amendment was further advocated at length by Messrs. 
Dearborn, Huntington, Burges, Davis, of Mass. and Stewart, 
and op by Messrs. .Archer, Bouldin and J. S. Barbour. 

Mr. , of Mass. moved the previous question; which hav- 

ing been seconded— 

r. Adams said he wished to express his views, if not pre- 
vented by the previous question. He demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The main question having been ordered—yeas !21, nays 46— 
a division of the amendment was called for, and the question 
first taken on that which went to increase the duty from 50 
to 57, which was eed to. Yeas 84, nays 91. 

The question was then put upon the other part, to insert the 
word “fad valorem,’’? which was agreed to. 

The amendment to reduce the duty on floor matting from 30 
to 5 per cent. was agreed to. 

The amendment to increase the duty on silver and plated ware 
from 5 to 25 per cent. was disagreed to—yeas 65, nays 84. 

The amendment to increase the duty on common tinned and 
japanned saddiery, from 10 to 25 per cent. ad valorem, was ad- 
vocated by Mr. Denny, and opposed by Mr. Horn, and was then 

i to. 

To strike out articles made of lead, as subjected, with those 
of brass, iron, steel or tin, to a duty of 25 per cent. was agreed 
to 


To include in the item as to iron, all pieces “‘of sufficient 
length to be made into spikes and bolts,’’ was agreed to. 
0 include ‘‘all manufactures of iron partly finished shall pay 
the same rates as if finished; all vessels of cast iron, and all 
castings of iron, with handles, rings, hoops or other addition of 
wrought iron, shall pay the same rates of dufY as if made en- 
tirely of cast iron,’? was agreed to. 
To increase the duty en all sail duck from 15 per cent. to 8 
cents the square yard, except ravens duck, which shall pay 4 
cents the square yard, was disagreed to—yeas 69, nays 98. 
To increase the duty on cotton bagging from 3 1-2 to 4 cents 
& square yard, was disagreed to—yeas 77, nays 95. 
0 rate felts, or hat bodies, made wholly or in part of wool, 
at a duty of 18 cents each, on importation, was agreed to. 
_To make a discrimination in the duty upon manufactures of 
silks coming from beyond the Cape of Good Hope, by leaving the 
duty thereon at 10 per cent. ad valorem— 
And inserting “upon all other manufactures of silk, or of which 
silk shall be a component part, 5 per cent. ad valorem,” was 
agreed to. 
To increase the duty on brown sugar and syrup of sugar cane 
from 2 1-2 to 3 cents per Ib. 
Mr. Drayton moved to amend part of this amendment by re- 
ducing the duty to 2 cents per Ib. 
Mr. Clay demanded the yeas and nays. 
Mr. Adams inquired if this amendment was in order? 
The er decided that it was. 
Mr. of Louisiana, appealed from that decision. 
Mr. Sutherland contended that there could not be any such 


to strike out and insert’? was indivisible. 


liffe, Clay, Ta 


— 


should be either agreed to or disagreed to; that it belonged ex- 
clusively to a conférence of the two houses, to make an alteration 
in the body of the bill. 
in support of his views, and said he rose, as vetoes were now in 
fashion, to enter his veto to this decision. 


Mr. S. quoted from Jefferson’s Manual 


The speaker explained the distinction upon which he founded 


his decision in this case. 


Mr. Adams quoted from the rule of the house that “a motion 
The motion of Mr. 
Dra went to divide the amendment. 

appeal was further discussed by Messrs. Drayton, Wick- 
ylor, Gordon, Archer, Mercer, Everett, and tha 
question thereon put. The house reversed the decision of the 
speaker—yeas 78, nays 91. 

Mr. Drayton then modified his amendment, so as to make the- 
duty continued at 3 cents per Ib. until the 3d March, 1834, and 
thereafter at 2 cents. 

Mr. Taylor then moved the previous question, which having 
been put and carried, the amendment of Mr. Drayton was cut 
off,” “o~ the amendment of the senate disagrecd to—yeas 73, 
nays 81. 

To strike out the duty of 1-2 cent per lb. on coffee was agreed 
to. 
To insert on old and scrap lead a duty of 2 cents per Ib. was 
agreed to. 

To abolish all duties on teas, imported from places this side 
of the Cape of Good Hope, but when imported in vessels, other 
than those of the United States, to be subject to ten cents per 
pound, was agreed to. 

To increase the duty on slates from twenty-five to thirty-five, 
was disagreed to—yeas 62, nays 90. 

To except from the duty of 25 per cent. yarn and cordage, 
a untarred, ticklenburghs, osnaburgs, and burlaps, was 
agreed to. 

To include musical instruments, in the articles subject to the 
present rate of duties—agreed to. 

To reduce the duty on French, and all other wines, after the 
3d 9 1834, to one half the present amount now levied— 
agreed to. 

To rate indigo, bleached and unbleached linens, at 15 per 
cent.—agreed to. 

To strike out palm leaf, or palmetto hats from the list of arti- 
cles subject to 15 per cent.—agreed to. 

To strike out the 25th clause of the second section, in relation 
to all articles not specified, which are subject to a duty of 15 per 
cent.—disagreed to. 

To strike out of the list of articles which are exempted from 
duty, corks, hair cloth and seatings, sumach, hones, millstones, 
spy-glasses, telescopes, sextants, quadrants—which was agreed 
to. And the following articles inserted therewith as free of du- 
ty—also agreed to. 

*‘Lemons, limes, pine apples, cocoa nuts and ehells, iris or 
oris root, arrow root, bole ammoniac, columbo root, annotto, 
anise-seed, oil of anise-seed, oil of cloves, cummin seed, sarsa- 
parilla, balsam tolu, asafeetida, ava root, alcornoque, canella 
alba, cascarilla, harlaem oil, hartshorn, manna, senna, tapioca, 
vanilla beans, oil of almonds, nux vomica, amber, platina, busts 
of marble, metal or plaister, casts of bronze or plaister, strings 
of musical instruments, flints, kelp, kernes, pins, needles, mo- 
ther of pearl, hair unmanufactured, sulphate of quinine, calomet 
and corrosive sublimate, sulphate of magnesia, glauber salts, and 
chloride of lime: Provided, that nothing in this act contained 
shall be so construed as to reduce the duties upon alum, cop- 
peras, manganese, muriatic or sulphuric acids, refined salt pe- 
tre, blue vitriol, carbonate of soda, red lead, white lead or li- 
tharge, sugar of lead, or combs.”’ 

To strike out 4 cents per bushel on crude and mineral salt, 
and insert 15 per cent. ad valorem— 

To provide that no drawback shall be allowed on a less quan- 
“—Z° cordage than 5 tons—agreed to. 

he verbal amendments having been all agreed to, the ques- 
tion was upon agreeing to the final clause, as follows: 

‘‘And if the duties, or any part thereof, on the articles depo- 
sited as afuresaid, shall have been paid previous to the said third 
day of March, the amount so paid shall be refunded to the per- 
son importing and depositing the said articles.”’ 

Mr. Cambreleng moved an amendment, to provide for reim- 
bursing the duties on merchandise in original packages, though 
they may have been entered, and in the possession of the im- 
porter: Provided they shall be piaced in the custody of the pro- 
per officer of the customs, and remain there on the 3d of March 
next—and giving the secretary of the treasury the power to 
make rules and regulations— 

Which was agreed to; and the bill having been gone through, 
the house adjourned. 


Wednesday, July 11. On motion of Mr. Polk, the house took 
up the senate’s resolution fixing upon Monday, the 16th, as the 
day for the adjournment of congress; an after an ineffectual at- 
tempt to amend it by fixing an earlier day, agreed to the resolu- 
tion. 

So the 16th of the present month is agreed to as the day of 
Be roe ee 

he bill for the reliefof invalid pensioners therein mentioned, 
having been returned from the senate with several amendments, 
was debated by Messrs. Evans, of Maine, Hubbard, Taylor, 
Huntington and Whittlesey, and the house concluded to disa- 





Swendment now made, and that the amendment of the senate 


= to one of the senate’s amendments, inserting the name of 
ussel Attwater. 
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The resolution originally offered by Mr. Foster, of Georgia, 
and again moved d Mr. Bates, of Maine, declaring that the 
i used by “William Stanberry, a member of this house, 
“‘from , char, the speaker of this house with shaping 
“his course as presiding officer of the house, with a view to the 
“‘obtainment of office trom the president of the United States, 
“was an indignity to the speaker and the house, and merits the 
*‘decided censure of this house’?— 

Came up in order, and occasioned a debate, the most irregu- 
lar, and even tumultuous in its character, that has been witness- 
ed in the house of representatives in a long course of years. 
To give in detail the various stages of its progress—the numer- 
ous decisions, and appeals upon appeals, which took place as it 
proceeded, is, at this time, impossible. 

Mr. Clay occupied the chair during the earlier portion of the 
Getate, but Mr. Stanberry having moved that he leave it, and 
the te becoming more ‘and more personal, he asked leave to 
withdraw. Many members expressed a desire that he should 
retain his seat, but the speaker having appeared, Mr. Clay re- 

ed to him the chair, when a resolution of censure was mov- 
ed by Mr. Polk tor words employed by Mr. Stanberry at the time 
he made the above motion. 

Various motions followed, when the further progress of the 
debate was for a time arrested by Mr. Mc Duffie’s moving thé pre- 
vious question. That motion prevailed: yeas 104, nays 25; 
when the question being on sustaining the decision of the chair, 
that the resolution of censure moved by Mr. Bates was in order, 
was sustained: yeas 82, nays 48. 


Mr. McDuffie now again moved the previous question, but 
withdrew it in order to allow Mr. Stanberry an opportunity of 
speaking in his own defence. 

A new incidental debate thereupen arose as to the mode of 
peacoodings it being objected to that any vote of censure should 

d until the facts of the case should be judicially obtained 
and put on record. 

Mr. Stanberry at length being required to proceed, protested 
against the whole proceeding as tyrannical and oppressive. But 
as to the words he was said to have used respecting the speaker, 
he neither denied, retracted, nor explained, but re-affirmed 
the truth of what he had said about the speaker. 

The debate again proceeded until ‘ é 

Mr. McDuffie once more moved the previous question, which 
was carried—ycas 89, nays 41. 

The main question being on Mr. Bates’s resolution of censure 
of Mr. Stanberry, and the yeas and nays having been ordered, 

The name of Mr. Adams (being first on the roll), was called, 
when he asked to be excused from voting, as he believed it un- 
constitutional to pass such a resolution until the facts of the 
case should have ascertained. 

The vote being taken, the house refused to excuse him. 

His name was again called, when he declining to answer, 

Mr. Cambre moved a re-consideration of the vote by which 
the house refused to excuse him; but the motion was negatived. 

Mr. Adams’s name was thereupon once more called; when 
he refused to answer. 

Mr. Drayton thereupon moved, the case being a new one, 
that a committee be appointed to consider and report what 
course ought to be taken in the case. 


A new debate on order now took place, which resulted in 
postponing until to-morrow the consideration of Mr. Drayton’s 
resolution, and allowing the yeas and nays to proceed. They 
were taken accordingly, and resulted as follows: yeas 93, nays 
44. 


So Mr. Bates’s resolution censuring Mr. Stanberry was adopt- 


Mr. Adams called the attention of the house to the resolution 
communicated from the senate, appointing, on their part, a 
committee of conference on the subject of the amendments to 
the tariff bill. 

Mr. Archer moved that conferrees be appointed on the part 
of the house, and suggested that, inasmuch as the member from 
Massachusetts had voted for the amendments of the senate, it 
was not consonant to parliamentary usage to appoint him upon 
that committee. 

Mr. Adams said, he had not proposed himself as a member of 
the committee. 

It was stated in answer to an inquiry, that the committee of 
the senate consisted of Mr. Wilkins, Mr. Dickerson, and Mr. 


ik : 

Mr. Archer said that, at the time he made the remark, he 
had not the idea of the composition of the committee on the 
part of the senate. He had no objection, certainly, that the 
member from Massachusetts should be one of the committee of 
conferences. . 

Some discussion took place as to the number of which the 
cemmittee should consist; and it was finally ordered to be form- 
ed of five members. The house then adjourned. 


Thursday, July 12. Mr. dams presented a memorial from 
Mume Bell, setting forth that he has discovered an antidote for 
the cholera, and offering to dispose of the same for the benefit 
of the public for $100,000, &c.—Laid on the table. 

A committee of the house recommended an adherence to its 

i eement to the amendment of the senate to the bill for the 
relief of certain invalid pensioners. It resulted in asking a con- 
ference. 

The house resumed the consideration of the following resolu- 
tions, submitted on Wednesday, by Mr. Drayton, viz: 





Resolved, That John Quincey Adams, a member from Massa- 
chusetts, in refusing to vote, when his name was called by the 
clerk, after the house had rejected his application to be excused 
from voting, for reasons assigned by bim, has committed a breach 
of the rules of the house. 

_ Resolved, That 4 committee be appointed for the purpose of 
inquiring and reporting to this house, the course which it ought 
to adopt in a case so novel and important. 

Mr. Daniel moved that the resolutions be laid on the table. 

Mr. Speight demanded the yeas and nays thereon, and the 
motion was negatived—yeas 59, nays 63. 

Mr. Taylor then moved to postpone their consideration until 
Monday next, that the house might this day dispose of the nu- 
merous bills lying on the table. 

Mr. E. Everett said the motion to postpone was the more ne- 
cessary from the very small majority by which the motion to 
ny the resolution on the table was rejected, and that majority 
obtained only by some after-changes of votes given. He thouglit 
it involved such an important principle, that a full house should 
be had. He moved a call of the house; which was agreed to; 
and, after the proceedings in the call had been y gone 
through, they were suspended on motion of Mr. Hoffman. 

Mr. Wickkffe rose to express his regret that this irritating sub- 
ject was to be continued by the members, or that the motion to 
postpone the subject should be for that day on which, as they 
were then to part, it was usual for them to do in good humor 
with one another, and not, however excited they had been 
through the session, to have that usual good feeling broken up 
by the consequences arising from party feeling. The table 
groaned under the weight of undisposed business;. they ought to 
be getting through that, and not be occupied by this discussion, 
from which no public good could arise, and from which much 
personal bad feeling to one another must ensue. He moved to 
lay the resolutions on the table. 

Mr. McDuffie thought this was altogether so novel a case, that 
it ought to be referred, sub silentio, to a committee to report on 
it. For himself, he confessed he had some doubts as to the coi 
stitutional power of the house, to compel the member to vote 
on a question, in which he stated that he had conscientious 
scruples. The honorable member was accountable for his con- 
duct to his constituents, not to the house. 

Mr. Letcher concurred in the propriety of a reference. 

After some remarks from Mr. Adams, in which he raised an 

objection to the proceedings, which was overruled by the speak- 
er. 
Mr. E. Everett made an earnest appeal to the member from 
South Carolina, to withdraw his resolutions, as the motion sub- 
mitted by him, was without precedent in the house. Many 
times during the session, breaches of the rules had been com- 
mitted without any motion of censure being made. The mem- 
bers were required by their rule to be constantly in their places, 
which they were not, in order to vote; and he rather complain- 
ed, that his colleague, whose close assiduity and exemplary pet- 
formance of his duties upon every occasion in that house, to us 
so well known, should be thus singled out, and at this time, on 
this occasion, when, under the circumstances, no interruption 
to the business of the house, no harm, could or did result from 
his not voting in the matter. Mr. E. did not doubt that the 
house had the power to compel the members to perform their 
duties; but he had strong doubts both of the justice and expe 
diency of the present proceedings. 

Mr. Drayton protested that he had not been actuated by any 
personal feeling against the member from Massachusetts, for 
whom he entertained the highest respect; but he had introduced 
the resolutions solely from a sense of duty, which would also 
compel him now to refuse to withdraw them. Mr. D. was then 
proceeding to enter into the subject which gave rise to the reso- 
lutions, when he was called to order by Mr. Adams. 

And after a desultory conversation, a motion was made by 
Mr. Wayne to lay the whole business on the table which pre- 
vailed —yeas 89, nays 62. 

A protracted discussion took place on the bill from the senate 
concerning a stereotyped edition of the laws—finally, the bill 
was laid on the table, 73 to 69. 

Many bills being passed or referred— 

The bill for the relief of the officers and soldiers, who lost thei 
property by the fire at fort Delaware, coming up— 

Mr. Wickliffe remarked that the principle of the bill was alto- 
gether bad, or was at least doubtful: he did not wish, however, 
to have a discussion which might be prejudicial to the other 
business before the house. He moved to postpone it until to 
morrow, but waived his motion, at the instance of Mr. Drayton, 
reserving his objections until the bill should be on its final pas- 
sage. 

_ There being no quorum when the question was put, on order- 
ing the bill to be engrossed for a third reading— 

r. Wilde moved a call of the house, whieh was ordered, 
and after proceeding thereon, it was suspended, and the bill 
was then ordered to a third reading. 

The amendments of the senate to the harbor bill were read 
and concurred in—-yeas 77, nays 53. 

The house went into committee, and considered various bills, 
with the amendments thereto, which were subsequently order- 
ed to be engrossed for a third reading; and with which they 
were occupied until the adjournment of the house. 

UG The committee of conference, on the part of the house 0! 
representatives on the tariff amendment, consisted of Mess'*. 
Drayton, Hoffman, Gaither, Horn, and J. Davis. 
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BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. wield the power of the existing institution. I cannot perceive 
(THE VETO.) the justice or policy of this course. If our government must sell 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, RE- monopolies, ii would seem to be its duty to take nothing less 
TURNING THE BANK BILL, WITH HIS OBJECTIONS, &c. than their full value; and if gratuities must be made once in fif- 
To the senate: : teen or twenty years, let them not be bestowed on the subjects 


The bill to “‘modify and continue”’ the act entitled “‘an act to | of a foreign government, nor upon a designated and favored class 
incorporate the subscribers to the bank of the United States,” | of men in our own country. Itis but justice and good policy, 
was presented to me on the 4th of July instant. Having con- | as far as the nature of the case will admit, to confine our favors 
sidered it with that solemn regard to the principles of the con- | to our own fellow citizens, and let each in his turn enjoy an op- 
stitution Which the day was calculated to inspire, and come to come 4 to profit by our bounty. In the bearings of the act 
the conclusion that it ought not to become a law, [ herewith re- | before me upon these points, I find ample reasons why it should 
turn it to the senate in which it originated, with my objections. | not become a law. 

A bank of the United States is, in many respects, convenient| It has been urged as an argument in favor of re-chartering the 
for the government and useful to the people. Entertaining this | present bank, that the more ° in its loans will produce great 
opinion, and deeply impressed with the belief that some of the | embarrassment and distress. The time allowed to close its con- 
powers and privileges possessed by the existing bank are un- | cerns, is ample, and if it has been well managed, its pressure 
authorised by the constitution, subversive of the rights of the | will be light, and heavy only in case its management has been 
states, and dangerous to the liberties of the people, [ felt it my | bad. If, therefore, it shall produce distress, the fault will be its 
duty, at an early period of my administration, to call the atten- | own, and it would furnish a reason against renewing a power 
tion of congress to the practicability of organizing an institution | which has been so obviously abused. But, will there ever be a 
combining all its advantages and obviating these objections. I | time when this reason will be less powerful? To acknowledge 
sincerely regret that, in the act before me, I can perceive none | its force, is to admit that the bank ought to be perpetual, and as 
of those modifications of the bank charter which are necessa- | a consequence, the present stockholders and those inheriting 
ry, in my Opinion, to make it compatible with justice, with | their rights, as successors, be established a privileged order, 
sound policy, or with the constitution of our country. clothed both with great political power and enjoying immense pe- 

The present corpurate body, denominated the president, di- | cuniary advantages from their connection with the government. 
rectors and company of the bank of the United States, will have The modifications of the existing charter, proposed by this 
existed, at the time this act is intended to take effect, twenty | act, are not such, in my view, as make it ‘consistent with the 
years. It enjoys an exclusive privilege of banking under the | rights of the states or the liberties of the people. The qualifica- 
authority of the general government, a monopoly of its favor | tion of the right of the bank to hold real estate, the limitation of 
and support, and, as a necessary consequence, almost a mono- | its power to establish branches, and the power reserved to con- 
poly of the foreign and domestic exchange. ‘I'he powers, privi- | gress to forbid the circulation of small notes, are restrictions 

leges and favors bestowed upon it, in the original charter, by | comparatively of little value or importance. All the objectiona- 
increasing the value of the stock far above its par value, operat- | ble principles of the existing corporation, and most of its odious 
ed as a gratuity of many millions to the stockholders. features, are retained without alleviation. 

An apology may be found for the failure to guard against this The fourth section provides “that the notes or bills of the said 
result, in the consideration that the effect of the original act of | corporation, a!though the same be on the faces thereof, respec- 
incorporation could not be certainly foreseen at the time of its | tively made payable at one place only, shall, nevertheless, be 

age. The act before me proposes another gratuity to the | received by the said corporation at the bank, or at any of the 
holders of the same stock, and, in many cases to the same men, | Offices of discount and deposit thereof, if tendered in liquidation 
of at least seven millions more. This donation finds no apology | or payment of any balance or balances, due to said corporation 
in any uncertainty as to the effect of the act. On all hands it is | or to such office of discount and deposit from any other incorpo- 
conceded that its passage will increase at least twenty or thirty | rated bank.’’ This provision secures to the state banks a legal 
per cent. more, the market price of the stock, subject to the | privilege in the bank of the United States, which is withhel 
payment of the annuity of $200,000 per year, secured by the act; | from all private citizens. Ifastate bank in Philadelphia, owe 
thus adding, in a moment, one-fourth to its par value. It is not | the bank of the United States and have notes issued by the St. 
our own citizens only who are to receive the bounty of our go- | Louis branch, it can pay the debt with those notes; but if a mer- 
vernment. More than eight millions of the stock of this bank | chant, mechanic, or other private citizen be in like circumstan- 
are held by foreigners. By this act the American republic pro- | ces, he cannot by law pay his debt with those notes, but must 
poses virtually to make them a present of some millions of dol- | sell them at a discount, or send them to St. Louis to be cashed. 
lars. For these gratuities to foreigners, and to some of our own | This boon, conceded to the state banks, though not unjust in it- 
opulent citizens, the act secures no equivalent whatever. They | self, is most odious, because it does not measure out equal jus- 
are the certain gains of the present stockholders under the ope- | tice to the high and the low, the rich and the poor. 
ration of this act, after making full allowance for the payment; ‘To the extent of its practical effect, it is a bond of union among 
of the bonus. the banking establishments of the nation, erecting them into an 

Every monopoly, and all exclusive privileges, are granted at | interest, separate from that of the people, and its necessary ten- 
the expense of the public which ought to receive a fair equiva- | dency is to unite the bank of the United States and the state 
lent. The many millions which this act proposes to bestow on | banks in any measure which may be thought conducive to their 
the stockholders of the existing bank, must come, directly or in- | COMmon interest. 
directly, out of the earnings of the American people. It is due The ninth section of the act recognizes principles of worse 
to them, therefore, if their government sell monopolies and ex- | tendency than any provision of the present charter. 
clusive privileges, that they should at least exact for them as It enacts that “the cashier of thre bank shall annually report 
much as they are worth in open market. The value of the mo-| to the secretary of the treasury the names of all stockhelders 
nopoly in this case may be correctly ascertained. ‘lhe twenty- | who are not resident citizens of the United States, and on the 
eight millions of stock would probably be at an advance of fifty | application of the treasurer of any state, shall make out and 

per cent. and command in market at least forty-two millions of | transmit to such treasurer a list of stockholders residing in, or 

dollars, subject to the payment of the present bonus. The pre- | eitizens of such state, with the amount of stock owned by each.”’ 
sent value of the monopoly, therefore, is seventcen millions of | Although this provision, taken m connection with a decision of 
dollars, and this the act proposes to sell for three millions, pay- | the supreme court, surrenders by its silence, the right of the 
able in fifteen annual instalments of $200,000 each. states to tax the banking institutions created by this corporation, 
It is not conceivable how the present stockholders can have | under the name of branches, throughout the union,—it is evi- 
any claim to the special favor of the government. The present | dently intended to be construed as a concession of their right to 
corporation has enjoyed its monopoly during the period stipulat- | tax.that portion of the stock which may be held by theirown 
ed in the original contract. If we must have such a corporation, | citizens and residents. In this light, if the act becomes a law 
why should not the governinent sell out the whole stock, and | it will be understood by the states, who will probably proceed 
thus secure to the people the full market value of the privileges | to levy a tax equal to that paid upon the stock of banks imeor- 
granted? Why should not congress create and sell twenty-eight | porated by themselves. In some states that tax is now one per 
millions of stock, incorporating the purchasers with all the pow- | cent., either on the capital or on the shares, and that may be as- 
ers and privileges secured in this act, and putting the premium | sumed as the amount which all citizens or resident stockholders 
upon the sales into the treasury? will be taxed under the operation of this act. As it is only the 
But this act does not permit competition in the purchase of | stock held in the states, and not that employed within them, 
this monopoly. It seems to be predicated on the erroneous idea, | which would be subject to taxation; and as the names of foreign 
that the present stockholders have a prescriptive right, not only | stockholders are not to be reported to the treasurers of the states, 
to the favor but to the bounty of government. It appears that | it is obvious that the stock held by them will be exempt from 
more than a fourth part of the stock is held by foreigners, and the | this burden. Their annual profits, will, therefore, be one per 

residue is held by a few hundred of our own citizens, chiefly of | cent. more than the citizen stockholders, and as the annual di- 

the richest class: for their benefit does this act exclude the whole | vidends of the bank may be safely estimated at seven per cent., 

American people from competition in the purchase of this mo- | the stock will be worth ten or fifteen per cent. more to foreign- 

hopoly, and dispose of it for many millions less than it is worth. | ers than to citizens of the United States. To appreciate the ef- 

‘his seems the less excusable, because some of our citizens, | fects which this state of things will produce, we must take a 

hot now stockholders, petitioned that the door of competition | bricf review of the operations and present condition of the bank 

might be opened, and offered to take a charter on terms much | of the United States. 

more favorable to the government and country. By documents submitted to congress at the present session, it 

But thie proposition, although made by men whose aggregate | appears that on the Ist of January, 1832, of the 28 millions of 

Wealth is believed to be equal to all the private stock in the ex- | private stock in the corporation, $8,405,500 were held by foreign- 

isting bank, has been set aside, and the bounty of our govern- | ers, mostly of Great Britain. The amount of stock held in the 

ment is proposed to be again bestowed on the few who have | nine western and southwestern states, is #140,200; and in the 
been fortunate enough to secure the stock, and, at this moment, | four southern states, ia $5,623,100; and in the middle and east- 
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is about $13,522,000. The profits of the bank in 1831, 

shown in a statement to 
this there accrued in the nine western states, about $1, 3 
in the four rm states, about 7; and in the e 
and eastern states, about #) ,463,041. little stock fs held in 
the west, it is obvious that the debt of the people, in that sec- 
tion, to bank, is principally a debt to the eastern and foreign 
stockholders; that the interest they pay upon it, is carried into 
the eastern states and into Europe; and that it is a burden upon 
their industry and a drain of their currency, which no country 
ean bear without inconvenience and occasional di-tress. ‘To 
meet this burden, and equalize the exchange operations of the 
bank, the amount of specie drawn from those states through its 
branches within the last two years, as shewn by its official re- 
ports, was about $6,000,000. More than half a million of this 
amount does not stop in the eastern states, but passes on to Eu- 
rope to pay the dividends of the foreign stockholders. In the 
sae ge of taxation recognized by this act, the western states 
nd no adequate compensation for this perpetual burden on their 
industry, and drain of their currency. The branch bank at Mo- 
bile made, last poo $95,140; yet, under the provisions of_ this 
act, the state of Alabama can raise no revenue from these pro- 
fitable operations, because not a share of the stock is held by 
any of her citizens. Mississippi and Missouri are in the same 
condition in relation to the branches at Natchez and St. Louis; 
and such, in a greater or less degree, is the condition of every 

western state. 

The tendency of the plan of taxation which this act proposes, 
will be to place the whole U. States in the same relation to foreign 
countries, which the western states now bear to the eastern. 
When by a tax on resident stockholders, the stock of this bank 
is made worth ten or fifteen per cent. more to foreigners than to 
residents most of it will inevitably leave the country. 

Thus will this provision, in its practical effect, deprive the 
eastern, as well as the southern and western states, of the 
means of raising a revenue from the extension of business, and 
great profits of this institution. It will make the American 
prone debtors to aliens in nearly the whole amount due to this 

» and send across the Atlantic from two to five millions of 
specie every year to pay the bank dividends. 

In another of its bearings this provision is fraught with dan- 

r. Of the twenty-five directors of this bank, five are chosen 

the government, and twenty by the citizen stockholders. 
rom all voice in these elections, the foreign stockholders are 
excluded by the charter. In proportion, therefore, as the stock 
is transferred to foreign holders, the extent of suffrage in the 
choice of directors is curtailed. Already is almost a third of the 
stock in foreign hands, and not represented in elections. It is 
constantly passing out of the country, and this act will accele- 
rate its departure. ‘I'he entire control of the institution would 
necessarily fall into the hands of the few citizen stockholders, 
and the ease with which the object would be accomplished, 
would be a temptation to designing men to secure that control 
in their own hands by monopolizing the remaining stock. There 
is danger that a president and directors would then be able to 
elect themselves from year to year, and, without responsibility 
or control, manage the whole concerns of the bank during the 
existence of its charter. It is easy to conceive that great evils 
to our country and its institutions might flow from such a con- 
centration of power in the hands of a few meu irresponsible to 
the people. 

Is there no danger to our liberty and independence in a bank, 
that in its nature has so little to bind it to our country? The 
president of the bank has told us, that most of the state banks 
exist by its forbearance. Should its influence become con- 
centred, as it may, under the operation of such an act as 
this in the hands of a self-elected directory, whose interests are 
identified with those of the foreign stockholder, will there not 
be a cause to tremble for the purity of our elections in peace, 


‘and for the independence of our country in war? Their power 


would be great whenever they might choose to exert it; but if 
this monopoly were regularly renewed every fiftcen or twenty 
years, on terms proposed by themselves, they might scldom in 
peace, put forth their strength to influence elections or control 
the affairs of the nation. But, if any private citizen, or public 
functionary should interpose to curtail its powers or prevent a 
renewal of its privileges it cannot be doubted that he would be 
made to feel its influence. 

Should the stock of the bank principally pass into the hands 
of the subjects of a foreign country, and we should unfortu- 
nately become involved in a war with that country, what would 
‘be our condition? Of the course which would be pursued by a 
bank almost wholly owned by the subjects of a foreign power 
and managed by those whose interests, if not affections, would 
run in the same direction, there can be no doubt. All its opera- 
tions within, would be in aid of the hostile fleets and armies 
without; controlling our currency, receiving our public moncys, 
and holding thousands of our citizens in dependence, it would 
be mure formidable and dangerous than the naval and military 
power of the enemy. 

If we must have a bank with private stockholders, every 
consideration of sound policy, and every impulse of American 
fecling, admonishes that it should be purely American. Its 
stockholders should be composed exclusively of our own citi- 
zens, who, at least, ought to be friendly to our government, and 
willing to support it in times of difficulty and danger. So abun- 
dant is domestic capital, that competition, in subscribing for the 
stock of local bunks, hax recently led almost to riots. Toa 
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bank, exclusively of American cemcmbetien, ‘peonsesing the 
wers and privileges granted by this act, ns for two 
dred millions of dollars, could be readily ob - Instead 
of sending abroad the stock of the bank, in which the govern. 
ment must deposit its funds, and on which it must rely to sys. 
tain its credit in times of emefgency, it would rather seem to be 
— to prohibit its sale to aliens under penalty of absolute 
orfeiture. 

It is maintained by the advocates of the bank that its consti. 
tutionality in all its features ought to be considered as settled 
by precedent, and by the decision of the supreme court. 7, 
this conclusion, I cannot assent. Mere precedent is a danger. 
ous source of authority, and should not be as deciding 
questions of constitutional power, except where the acquies. 
cence of the people and the states can be considered as well set. 
tled. So far from this being the case on this subject, an argy. 
ment against the bank might be based on precedent. One cop. 
gress in 1791 decided in favor of a bank; another in 1811 de. 
cided against it. One congress in 1815, decided against a bank, 
another in 1816 decided in its favor. Prior to the present con- 
gress, therefore, the precedents drawn from that source were 
equal. If we resort to the states, the expressions of legislative, 
judicial and executive opinions against the bank, have been 
probably to those in its favor as four to one. There is nothing 
in precedent, therefore, which, if its authority were admitted, 
ought to weigh in favor of the act before me. 

if the opinion of the supreme court covered the whole ground 
of this act, it ought not to control the co-ordinate authorities of 
this government. The congress, the executive and the court, 
must each for itself, be guided by its own opinion of the con. 
stitution. Each public officer who takes an oath to support the 
constitution, swears that he will support it as be understands 
it, and not as it is understood by others. It is as much the 
duty of the house of representatives, of the senate, and of the 
president to decide upon the constitutionality of any bill or re- 
solution which may be presented to them for passage or appro- 
val, as itis of the supreme judges when it may be brought be- 
fore them for judicial decision. The opinion of the judges has 
no more authority over congress than the opinion of congress 
has over the judges, and on that point the president is inde- 
pendent of both. The authority of the supreme court must 
not, therefore, be permitted to control the congress. or the exe- 
cutive, when acting in their legislative capacitics, but to have 
only such influence as the force of their reasoning may deserve. 

But in the case relied upon, the supreme court have not de- 
cided that all the features of this corporation are compatible 
with the constitution. Itis true that the court have said that 
the law incorporating the bank is a constitutional exercise of 
power by congress. But, taking into view the whole opinion of 
the court, and the reasoning by which they have come to that 
conclusion, I understand them to have decided that, inasmuch 
as a bank is an appropriate means of carrying into effect the 
enumerated powers of the general government, therefore, the 
law incorporating it is in accordance with that provision of the 
constitution which declares that congress shall have power “to 
make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying 
those powers into execution.’? Having satisfied themselves, 
that the word ‘‘necessary’’ in the constitution, means “‘needful,” 
‘““requisite,”’ ‘essential,’’ “conducive to,”? and that “‘a bank” isa 
convenient, a useful and essential instrument in the prosecution 
of the government’s “‘fiscal operations,’’ they conclude, that to 
“use one must be within the discretion of congress,’’ and that 
“the act to incorporate the bank of the United States is a law 
made in pursuance of the constitution:” ‘‘but,”’ say they “‘where 
the law +s not prohilited and is really calculated to effect any of 
the objects entrusted to the government, to undertake e to in 
quire into the degree of its necessity, would be to pass the line 
which circumscribes the judicial department and to tread on le 
gislative ground.”? 

The principle here affirmed is that “‘the degree of its neces- 
sity,’’ involving all the details of a banking institution, is a ques 
tion exclusively for legislative consideration. A bank is con- 
stitutional; but it is the province of the legislature to determine 
whether this or that particular power, privil or exemption, 
is ‘necessary and proper’’ to enable the bank to discharge its 
duties to the government, and from their decision there is no 
appeal to the courts of justice. Under the decision of the su- 
preme court, therefore, it is the exclusive of congress 
and the president to decide, whether the particular features of 
this act are “‘necessary and proper,” in order to enabie the 
bank to perform conveniently and efficiently the public duties 
assigned to it as a fiscal agent, and therefore constitutional, oF 
unnecessary and smproper, and therefore unconstitutional. 

Without commenting on the general principle affirmed by the 
supreme court, let us examine the details of this act in accor- 
dance with the rule of legislative action which they have laid 
down. It will be found that many of the powers ahd privileges 
conferred on it, cannot be supposed necessary for the purpot? 
for which it is proposed to be created, and are not therefore 
means necessary to attain the end in view, and consequenuy 
not justified by the constitution. 

The original act of corporation, section 21, enacts ‘that D° 
other bank shall be established by any future law of the United 
States during the continuance of the co n hereby created, 
for which the faith of the United States is hereby pledged, Pr- 


vided, congress may renew existing charters for banks w! 4 
the District of Columbia, not increasing the capital thereof, 82 
may also establish any other bank or banks in said district, 























ao fee gcwaeroo @Fenrtwa oO 


ee 








I 


the 
Wo 


TR- 
Us- 
» be 
lute 


Sti- 
tled 


Ber. 
ling 


pet. 
gu. 
On- 
de- 
nk, 
On- 
¢ Te 
ive, 
een 
‘ing 
ted, 


und 
3 of 


‘On- 


ine 
on, 
> its 
no 
su- 
OSS 
s of 


Hes 
or 


the 
‘or . 
aid 
ges 
ore 
ay 


ed; 
DrO- 


vith 








NILES’ REGISTER—JULY 14, 18832—BANK OF THE U. STATES—VETO. 967 








en 
_—_— 


capitals not exceeding in the whole six millions of dollars if 
they shall deem it expedient.’ This provision is continued in 
force, by the act before me, fifteen years from the 3d of March, 


If congress possessed the power to establish one bank, they 
nad power to establish more than one, if, in their opinion, two 
or more banks, had been “‘necessary”’ to facilitate the execu- 
tion of the powers delegated to them ‘in the constitution. If 

ssed the power to establish a second bank, it was a 
power derived from the consitution, to be exercised from time 
to time, and at any time when the interest of the country or the 
emergencies of the government might make it expedient. It 
was possessed by one congress as well as another, and by all 
congresses alike, and alike at every session. But the congress 
of 1816 has taken it away from their successors for twenty 
years, and the congress of 1832 proposes to abolish it for fifteen 
years more. It cannot be “‘necessary”’ or “‘proper”’ for congress 
jo barter away or divest themselves of any of the powers, 
vested in them by the constitution, to be exercised for the pub- 
lic good. {tis not “necessary” to the efficiency of the bank, 
nor is it “proper”? in relation to themselves and their succes- 
sors. ‘They may properly use the discretion vested in them; 
put they may not limit the discretion of their successors. This 
restriction on themselves and grant of a monopoly on the bank, 
is therefore, unconstitutional. 

in another point of view, this provision is a palpable attempt 
to amend the constitution by an act of legislation. ‘he consti- 
wtion declares that the ‘“‘congress shall have power to exercise 
exclusive legislation, in all cases whatsoever” over the District 
of Columbia. Its constitutional power, therefore, to establish 
banks in the District of Columbia, and increase their capital at 
will, is unlimited and uncontrolable by any other power than 
that which gave authority to the constitution. Yet this act de- 
clares that congress shall not increase the capital of existing 
banks, nor create other banks with capitals exceeding in the 
whole six millions of dollars. The constitution declares, that 
congress shall have power to exercise exclusive Jegislation over 
this district, “‘in all cases whutsoever;’? and this act declares 
they shall not. Which is the supreme law of the land? This 
provision cannot be “‘necessary,”’ or ‘‘proper,”’ or constitutional, 
unless the absurdity be ad:nitted, that whenever it be “‘necessary 
and proper,’’ in the opinion of congress, they have a riglit to 
barler away one portion of the powers vested in them by the 
constitution as a means of executing the rest. 


On two subjects only dues the constitution recognise in con- 
gress the power to grant exelusive privileges or monopolies. It 
declares that “‘congress shall have power to promote the progress 
of science and usetul arts, by securing, for limited times, to au- 
thors and inventors, the exclusive right to their respective writ- 
ings and discoveries.’? Out of this express delegation of power, 
have grown our laws of patents and copy-rights. As the con- 
stitution expressly delegates tu congress the power to grant ex- 
clusive privileges in these cases as the means of executing the 
substantive power ‘to promote the progress of science and use- 
ful arts,” itis consistent with the tair rules of construction to 
conclude that such a power was not intended to be granted as a 
means of accomplishing aay otherend. On every other subject 
which comes within the scope of congressional power, there is 
an ever living discretion in the use of proper means which can- 
not be restricted or abolished without an ainendiment of the eon- 
stitution. Every act of congress, therefore, which attempts by 
grants of monopolies, or sale of exclusive privileges for a limited 
time, or a time without limit, to restrict or extinguish its own 
discretion in the choice of means to execute its delegated pow- 
ers, is equivalent toa legislative amendment of the coustitution, 
and palpably unconstitutional. 

This actauthorises and encourages transfers of its stock to fo- 
reigners, and grants them an exemption from all state and na- 
ional taxation. So far from being “‘necessury and proper’? that 
the bank should possess this power, to make it a safe and effi- 
clem agent of the government in its fiscal operations, it is calcu- 
lated to convert the bank of the United States into a foreign 
bank, toimpoverish our people in time of peace, to disseminate 
aforeign influence through every section of tke republic—and 
A war, to endanger our mdependence. 

The several states reserved the power at the formation of the 
constitution, to regulate and control titles and transfers of real 
Property, and most, if not ali of them, have laws disqualifying 
aliens from acquiring or holding lands within their limits. But 
this act, in disregard of the undoubted right of the states to pre- 
Scribe such qualifications, gives to aliens, stockholders in this 

kK, an interest and title, as inembers of the corporation, to all 
the real property it may acquire Within any of the states of this 
won. This privilege granted to aliens is not “necessary,” to 
enable the bank to perform its public duties, nor in any sense 
proper,” because it is virtually subversive of the rights of the 

The government of the United States have no constitutionat 
power to purchase lands within the states, except.“‘for the erec- 
ion of forts, magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, and other need- 
ful buildings,” and even fur these objects only “‘by the consent 
of the legislature of the state in which the same shall be.”? By 


and it is not proper that congress should thus enlarge the powers: 
delegated to them in the constitution. . 

The old bank of the United States possessed a capital of only 
eleven millions of dollars, which was found fully sufficient to’ 
enable it, with despatch and safety, to perform all the func- 
tions required of it by the government. The capital of the pre- 
sent bank is thirty-five millions of dollars at least twenty-four 
nore than experience has proved to be necess to enable a. 
bank to perform its public functions. The public debt which 
existed during the period of the old bank, and on the establish- 
ment of the new, has been nearly paid off, and our revenue will 
soon be reduced. ‘This inerease of capital is, therefore, not for 
public, but for private purposes. 

The government is the only “‘proper’’ judge where its agents 
should reside and keep their offices because it best knows where 
their presence will be ‘‘necessary.”? It cannot, therefore, be “‘ne- 
cessary,”’ or “‘proper’’ to authorise the bank, to locate branches 
where it pleases, to perform the public service, without con- 
sulting the governinent, and contrary to its will. The princi- 
ple laid down by the supreme court concedes, that congress con- 
not establish a bank for purposes of private speculation and gain, 
but only as a means of executing the delegated powers of the 
general government. By the same principle, a branch bank 
canuot constitutionally be established for other than public pur- 
poses. The power which this act gives to establish two branches 
in any state without the injunction or request of the govern- 
ment, and for other than public purposes, is not ‘‘necessary’’ to 
the due erecution of the powers delegated to congress. 

The bonus which is exacted from the bank is a confession 
upon the face of the act, that the powers granted by it are greater 
than are ‘‘necessary’’ to its character of a fiscal agent. The go- 
vernment does not tax its officers and agents for the privilege of 
serving it. ‘The bonus of a million and a half, required by the 
original charter, and that of three millions proposed by this 
act, are not exacted for the privilege of giving “the necessary 
facilities for transferring the public funds from place to place, 
within the United States, or the territories thereof, and for dis- 
tributing the same in payment of the public creditors, without 
charging cominission Or claiming allowance on account of the 
difference of exchange”’ as required by the act of incorporation, 
but for something more beneficial to the stockholders. 

The original act declares, that it, (the bonus), is granted “in 
consideration of the exclusive privileges and benefits conferred 
by this act upon the said bank,’’ and the act before me declares 
it to be *‘in consideration of the exclusive benefits and privileges: 
continued by this act to the said corporation for fifteen years as 
aforesaid.”’ It is, therefore, for ‘‘exclusive privileges and ‘bene- 
fits’? conferred for their own use and emolument, and not for, 
the advantage of the government, that a bonus is exacted.. 
These surplus powers, for which the bank is required to pay,, 
cannot surely be ‘‘necessury,’’ to make it the fiscal agent of the 
treasury. If they were, the exaction of a bonus for them would 
not be “‘proper.”’ 

It is maintained by some that the bank is a means of execut- 
ing the constitutional power “‘to coin money and regulate the: 
value thereof.’? Congress have established a mint to coin mo- 
ney, and passed laws to regulate the value thereof. The money 
so coined, with its value so regulated, and such foreign coins az: 
congress may adopt, are the ouly currency known to the consti- 
tution. But if they have other power to regulate the currency, 
it was conferred to be exercised by themselves and not to be: 
transferred to a corporation. If the bank be established for that 
purpuse, with a charter unalterable, without its consent, con- 
gress have parted with their power for a term of years, during 
which the constitution is a dead letter. Itis neither necessary 
nor proper to transfer its legislative powers to such a bank, and 
therefore unconstitutional. 

By its silence, considered in connexion with the decision of” 
the supreme court in the case of McCulloch against the state 
of Maryland, this act takes from the states the power to tax a 
portion of the banking business carried on within their limits, 
in subversion of one of the strongest barriers which secured 
them against federal encroachments. Banking, like farming, 
manufacturing, or any other occupation or profession, is a bus:- 
ness, the right to follow which is not originally derived from the 
laws. Every citizen and every company of citizens inall of our: 
states, possessed the right until the state legislatures deemed it 
good policy to prohibit private banking by law. If the prohibi- 
tory state laws were now repealed, every citizen would again: 
possess the right. The state banks are a qualified restoration of’ 
the right which has been taken away by the laws against bank- 
ing, guarded by such provisions and limitations as in the opinion 
of the state legislatures, the public interest requires. These 
corporations, Unless there be an exemption in theircharter, are,,. 
like private barkers and banking conrpanies, subject to state: 
taxation. The manner in which these taxes shall be laid de- 
pends wholly on fegislative discretion. It may be upon the 
bank, upon the stock, upon the profits, or im any other mode 
which the sovereign power shall will. 

Upon the formation of the constitution, the states guarded 
their taxing power with peculiar jealousy. They surrendered: 
it only as it regards imports and exports. In relation to every 


making themsebves stockholders in the bank, and granting to-| other subject within their jurisdiction, whether persons, proper- 


© corporation the power to purchase lands for other purposes, 
y assume a power not granted in the constitution, and grant 

to others what they do not themselves possess. It is not neces- 
‘ary to the receiving, safe keeping, or transmission of the funds 


ty, business or professions, it was secured in as ample a manner 
as it was before possessed. All persons, though United States 
officers are liable to a poll tax by the states within which they 
resrie, the lands of the United States are liable to the usual land 





of the government, that the bauk should possess this power, 


tax, exceptin the new states from whom agreements that they 
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will not tax unsold lands, are exacted when they are admitted 
pe tht > stg wagon any a or se eenareee tools _ 

’ ' vate citizens, tho employed in the 
service of the United States are mh mry oh state taxation. 
Every private business, whether carried on by an officer of the 
general government or not, whether it be mixed with public con- 
cerns or not, even if it be carried on by the government of the 
United States itself, separately or in partnership, falls within 
the scope of the taxing power of the state. Nothing comes more 
fully within it than banks and the business of banking, by whom- 
soever instituted and carried on. Over this whole subject mat- 
ter, it is just as absolute, unlimited and uncontrolable, as if the 
constitution had never been adopted, because, in the formation 
of that instrument, it was reserved without qualification. 


The principle is conceded, that*the states cannot rightfully 
tax the operations of the general government. They cannot tax 
the money of the government deposited in the state banks, nor 
the agency of those banks in remitting it; but will any man 
maintain that their mere selection to perform this public service 
for the general government would exempt the state banks and 
their ordinary business from state taxation. Had the United 
States, instead of establishing a bank at Philadelphia, employed 
a private banker to keep and transmit their funds, would it have 
deprived Pennsylvania of the right to tax his bank and his usual 
banking operations? It will not be pretended. Upon what 
principle then, are the banking establishments of the bank of 
the United States and their usual banking operations, to be ex- 
empted from taxation. [tis not their public agency or the de- 
eee of the government which the states claim a right to tax, 

ut their banks and their banking powers, instituted and exer- 
cised within state jurisdiction for their. private emolument— 
those powers and privileges for which they pay a bonus and 
which the states tax in their own banks. ‘The exercise of these 
powers within a state, no matter by whom, or under what au- 
thority, whether by private citizens in their original right, by 
corporate bodies created by the states, by foreigners or the agents 
of foreign governments located within their limits, forms a legi- 
timate object of state taxation. From this, and like sources, 
from the persons, property and business, that are found residing, 
located or carried on under their jurisdiction, must the states 
since the surrender of their right to raise a revenue from imports 
and exports, draw all the money necessary for the support of 
their governments and the maintenance of their independence. 
There is no more appropriate subject of taxation than banks, 
banking and bank stocks, and none to which the states ought 
more pertinaciously to cling. 

It cannot b2 necessary to the character of the bank, as a fiscal 
agent of the government, that its private business should be ex- 
empted from that taxation to which all the state banks are liable; 
nor can I conceive it “proper” that the substantive and the most 
essential powers reserved by the states shall be thus attacked 
and annihilated as a means of executing the powers delegated 
to the general government. It may be safely assumed that none 
of those sages who had an agency in forming or adopting our 
constitution ever imagined that any portion of the taxing power 
of the states, not prohibited to them nor delegated to congress, 
was to be swept away and annihilated as a means of executing 
certain powers delegated to congress. 

If our power Over means is so absolute that the supreme court 
will not call in question the constitutionality of an act of con- 
gress, the subject of which is “‘not prohibited, and is really cal- 
culated to effect any of the objects entrusted to the government,”’ 
although, as in the case before me, it takes away powers express- 
ly granted to congress, and rights scrupulously reserved to the 
states, it becomes us to proceed in our legislation with the ut- 
most caution. Though not directly, our own powers and the 
rights of the states may be indirectly legislated away in the use 
of means to exccute substantive powers. We may not enact 
that congress shall not have the power of exclusive legislation 
over the District of Columbia, but we may pledge the faith of 
the United States that, as a means of executing ether powers, it 
shall not be exercised for twenty years or forever. We may not 
pass an aet prohibiting the states to tax the banking business 
carried on within their limits, but we may, as a means of exe- 
cuting our powers over other objects, place that business in the 
hands of our agents, and then declare it exempt from state taxa- 
tion in their hands. Thus may our own powers and the rights 
of the states, which we cannot directly curtail or invade, be 
frittered away and extinguished in the use of means employed 
by us to execute other powers. Thata bank of the U. States, 
competent to all the duties which may be required by the go- 
vernments, might be so organized as not to infringe on our own 
delegated powers, or the reserved rights of the states, I do not 
entertain a doubt. Had the executive been called upon to fur- 
nish the project of such an institution, the duty would have been 
cheerfully performed. In the ab:*:nce of such a call, it was ob- 
viously-proper that he should confine himself to pointing out 
those prominent features in the act presented, which, in his opi- 
nion, make it incompatible with the constitution and sound po- 
licy. A general discussion will now take placc, eliciting new 
light, and settling important principles; and a new congress, 
elected in the midst of such discussion, and furnishing an equal 
representation of the people, according to the last census, will 
bear to the capitol the verdict of public opinion, and I doubt not 
bring this important question to a satisfactory result. 

Under such circumstances, the bank comes forward and asks a 
renewal of its charter for a term of fifteen years, upon condi- 
tions which not only operates as a gratuity to the stockholders 





of many millions of dollars, but will sanction any abuses, and 
legalize any encroachments. 

Suspicions are entertained and charges are made of grosg 
abuse and violation of its charter. An investigation unwilling. 
ly conceded, and so restricted in time as necessarily to make jt 
incomplete and unsatisfactory, discloses enough to excite sus- 
picion and alarm. 

In the practices of the principal bank partially unveiled, in the 
absence of important witnesses, and in numerous charges, con- 
fidently made, and as yet wholly uninvestigated, there was 
enough to induce a majority of the committee of investigation, a 
committee which was selected from the most able and honorable 
members of the house of representatives, to recommend a sus- 
pension of further action upon the bill, and a prosecution of the 
inquiry. As the charter had yet four years to'run, and as a re- 
newal now was not necessary to the successful prosecution of 
its business, it was to have been expected that the bank itself, 
conscious of its purity and proud of its character, would have 
withdrawn its application for the present, and demanded the se- 
verest scrutiny into all its transactions. In their declining to do 
so, there seems to be an additional] reason why the functionaries 
of the government should proceed with less haste and more cau- 
tion in the renewal of their monopoly. 

The bank is professedly established as an agent of the execu- 
tive branches of the government, and its constitutionality is 
maintained on that ground. Neither upon the propriety of pre- 
sent action nor upon the provisions of this act was the executive 
consulted. It has had no opportunity to say that it neither needs 
nor wants an agent clothed with such powers, and favored by 
such exemptions. There is nothing in its legitimate functions 
which make it necessary or proper. Whatever interest or influ- 
ence, whether public or private, has given birth to this aet, it 
cannot be found either in the wishes or necessities of the exe- 
cutive department, by which present action is decmed prema- 
ture, and the powers conferred upon its agent not only unneces- 
sary, but dangerous to the government and country. 

It is to be regretted that the rich and powerful too often bend 
the acts of government to their selfish purposes. Distinctions 
in society will always exist under every just government. Equa- 
lity of talents, of education, or of wealth, cannot be produced by 
human institutions. In the full enjoyment of the gifts of hea- 
ven, and the fruits of superior industry, economy and virtue, 
every man is equally entitled to protection by law. But when 
the laws undertake to add to these natural and just advantages, 
artifical distinctions, to grant titles, gratuities and exclusive pri- 
vileges, to make the rich richer, and the potent more powerful, 
the humble members of society, the farmers, mechanics, and 
laborers, who have neither the time nor the means of securing 
like favors to themselves, have a right to complain of the injus- 
tice of their government. 

There are no necessary evils in government. Its evils exist 
only in its abuses. If it would confine itself to equal protection, 
and, as heaven does its rains, shower its favors alike on the high 
and the low, the rich and the poor; it would be an unqualified 
blessing. In the act before me, there seems to be a wide and 
unnecessary departure from these just principles. Nor is our 
government to be maintained, or our union preserved by inva- 
sions of the rights and powers of the several states. -In thus at- 
tempting to make our general government strong, we make it 
weak. Its true strength consists in leaving individuals and 
states, as much as possible, to themselves—in makmmg itseif felt, 
not in its power but its benificence, not in its control but in its 
protection, not in binding the states more closely to the centre, 
but leaving each to move unobstructed in its proper orbit. 

Experience should teach us wisdom. Most of the difficulties 
our government now encounters, and most of the dangers which 
impend over our union, have sprung from an abandonment of 
the legitimate objects of government by our national legislation, 

and the adoption of such principles as are embodied in this act. 
Many of our rich men have not been content with equa) pro- 
tection and equal benefits; but have besought us to make them 
richer by acts of congress. By attempting to gratify their de- 
sires, we have in the results of our legislation, arrayed section 
against section, interest against interest, and man nst man, 
in a fearful commotion which threatens to shake the foundations 
of our union. 

It is time to pause in our career, to review our principles, and 
if possible, revive that devoted patriotism and spirit of compro 
mise, which distinguish the sages of the revolution, and the fa- 
thers of our union. If we cannot at once, in justice to interests 
vested under improvident legislation, make our government 
what it ought to be, we can at least take a stand against all new 
grants of monopolies, and exclusive privileges against any prosti- 
tution of our government to the advancement of the few, at the 
expense of the many, and im favor of compromise and gradual 
reform in our code of laws and system of political economy. 

I have now done my duty to my country. Ifsustained by my 
fellow-citizens, I shal! be grateful and happy; if not, I shall fin¢ 
in the motives-which impel me, ample grounds for contentment 
and peace. In the difficulties which surroand us, and the dan- 
gers which threaten our institutions, there is canse for neither 
dismay noralarm. For relief and deliverance, let us firmly rely 
on that kind Providence, which I am sure, watches with pect 
liar care over the destinies of our republic, and on the intelli- 
gence and wisdom of eur countrymen. Through Fis wpendar 
goodness and their patriotic devotion, our liberty and nmion ©! 





be preserved. ANPREW JACKSON. 
Washington, July 10, 1832. 
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